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D E. F E N 0 E 


OF THE 


Di 1 ertation or Tupiry © 


Concerning the 


G OS.P E L 


According to 


MATTHEW. 


HE N the third Paſtoral Let- 
ter came forth (laſt Year) with , 
the venerable Title of Biſhop of 
London prefix d to it, promiſing 
in its firſt Pages, to give us 4 

clear View of the Evidences, beth 


the Expectation of the common Fry of Yicars 

and Curates about Town, and even of ſome in- 

differently diſpos'd learned Men, —— That now 

ſurely the Biſhop having all the Advantages of 

Learning, as well of the preſent as of for- 

mer Ages, and _— alſo thro” their ” 
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and Miſtakes ; that the Bibop 1 ſay had now 
- produc'd ſuch plain Evidence for the Truth and 


Authority of thoſe ſacred Writings, as ſhould 
not only put to ſilence, all Objections. of Infidels, 
but fix the wavering Chrifian alſo in a ſteady 


- Belief, of every ſingle Book in them, of 


which had been render'd precarious, and their 
Authority ſuſpected by ſome in all Ages. 


But after this Letter had been ſome Time in 


H nd, and conſider'd even by thoſe, who had 


received it with the moſt favourable Opinion, 


ſome began to on it a haſty inconſiderate Work, 


which could do no Good, but poſſibly much 


Hurt to'reveaPd Religion ; this his Friends talk'd 


freely, as the beſt Apology they thought could 


be made for him. Others conceiv'd it calcu- 
lated for the Populace, or ruder Sort of People 
only, who ſhould” take all upon Credit, and 


not for his whole Dioceſe, as the Letter is for- 


mally directed; they would not believe the Biſhop 
could ever intend, ſuch a Piece, for the know- 


ing and more judicious Part of his Dioceſe ; ne- 
- verthelels blaming him for laying down Poſitions, 


he had fell infinitely ſhort of making good, 


and which muſt appear ſo, to the meaneſt Capa- 
cities whillt the moſt ſeem'd perſuaded, that 
this fame third Letter, was the Performance 


of ſome meaner Hand, whom his Lordſhip, 


| having his Thoughts otherwiſe engaged, had 
truſted to draw up for him, and had after- 
| wards dignify'd it with his Title; and to ſpeak 


the Truth in this Light it was (with all due De- 


ference to my Lord of London) the Diſſertation 


Writer (I believe) took it, when he entered into 


the Inquiry of St. Matthew's Goſpel. 


Which Inquiry ſeems intended, not ſo much 


in Oppoſition to the ſaid Letter, or direct Anſwer 
do it, as it was to demonſtrate in a ſingle Inſtance, 


taken 


we WW ys, wy 


the Cavils of Inſidels, to the Satisfaction of in- 
quiſitive but ſincere Chriſtians, was not a Tack 


thor of the Diſſertation conceiv'd, it was equally 


taken from the Goſpels, the firſt that offer'd: i 
That to eſtabliſh the Canon f the N. T. againſt 


ſo eaſy, as the Author's ſlight Manner of treat- 
ing the Subject bore before it. DS bo 

The whole . Diſcourſe maniteſtly tends” that 
Way, as alſo to remind the Author of ſome Dif- 
ficulties, which remain'd to be ſolv'd, and to 
adviſe and ſupplicate a new Edition of the ſaid 
Letter, for quicting the Minds. of ſome People, 
more eſpecially with reſpect to the firſt Goſpel, Þ} 
which ſtands as it were the Baſis of the whole | 
Goſpel-Hiftory, and which Difficulties the Au- 


the Bi/hop”s incumbent Duty to reſolve, as it was 
at firſt to publiſh ſuch his Paſtoral Letter. 
For *twas faid to what Purpoſe does the Bi- 
ſhop write Paſtoral Letters, or ſuffer *em. to.come: 
out in his Name, if thoſe Letters are not to be 
turn'd over, and conſider'd again and again by 
thoſe, to whom they are more immediately di- 
rected, and for whoſe Inſtructions they are pro- 
feſs'd to be wrote, and conſequently to whom 
farther Inſtructions are due, if Reaſon requires. 
Therefore the Country Vicar, who hath taken up- 
on him the Vindication rather of the Biſbop, than 
St. Matthew's Goſpel, and to anſwer to Points pro- 
ones to the Biſoop only. This Vicar I fay hath 
been guilty of a much greater Preſumption to- 
wards the People of the Biſhop's Dioceſe, in whoſe 
| Behalf thoſe Points were ſtirr'd, by thruſting in 
his Anſwer unrequir'd, and which could give no 
Satisfaction in room of the Biſbop; than any 
Thing he reprehends in the Inguirer, who be- 
ing himſelf under the - Biſhop's paſtoral Care, 
had an immediate Right to give his Thoughts on 
the Biſhop"s Letter, in as public a Manner as it Ji 
| was 1" 


| 


= HD -- 
was wrote, and. further to - propoſe to him, 
what religious Doubts were thought proper, as 
alſo to be therein reſolv'd, by the Biſhop, and by 
him only, and to reſent the Biſhop's looſe Way of 
treating the Holy Scriptures, before Infidels and 
Heretics. To juſtify which Conduct of the In- 
guirer towards his Paftor, many Examples might 
be brought from Hiſtory. 43 5 | | 
Nor will it avail, what the Vindicator is pleas'd 
to advance, in excuſe of the Biſhop's Underta- 
king, p. 2. © That it was not deſign'd in Defence 
of the Canon of the N. J. againſt the Cavils ei- 
ther of Infidels or Heretics in general: When 
the contrary is apparent even from the Vindica- 
10's own ſhewing, but more eſpecially from the 
Paſtoral Letter itſelf, which puts the Controver- 
ſy between Infidels and Chriſtians upon this very 
Footing, viz. * „ That if the Writings of the 
N. T. be not authentic (i. e. either the Wri- 
«« tings not genuine, or the Authority not divine) 
„ the Infidel Scheme is well founded; but on the 
other hand, if they be authentic in both thoſe 
„ Reſpedts, Chriſtianity (ſays he) ſtands unſhaken, 
„and all Pretences, (of Infidels) either that it is 
% not well founded, or that it is no more than 
mere Morality, muſt fall to the Ground.“ 
Who will ſay then, that the Biſhop's laudable De- 
ſign, was not to defend the Canon of the N. T. 
againſt Infide/ſs, and to ſubvert their Scheme, 
when he declares it in ſo many Words, and di- 
rects all his Artillery againſt them? Beſides the 
Abſurdity, every one ſees imply'd, in a ſolemn 
Undertaking of the Defence of Holy Scrip- 
ture againſt thoſe, who have no Exceptions at 
all to it. 
The Inquirer aiming ſolely at Truth, had no 
regard either to the Author of the Letter, or the 
. ‚ Letier 


* 


za Paſt. Let. p. 6. Edit. 1. 


| E 
Letter itfelf farther, than as by its fallacious Rea: 
ſonings on the one Side, and its ſpurious Evidence 
on the other, it obſtructed his Paſſage to it. In 
his full Purſuit after Truth, he ſtaid not to pay 
Compliments by the Way, but treated the Wri- 
ter on that Level he had mas himſelf, by his own 
Productions; in which he is highly excuſable, 
ſince the Commonwealth of Learning owns no 
Titles, but ſuch only as emerge out of diſtin- 
guiſh'd Merit, ſhe eſteems all Men by their 
earning only, neither can there be any thing 
more ridiculous, than to ſee ſometimes an Au- 
thor of dull Fame, characterize, and affix his ve- 
veherable Title to, a mean and incompetent 
Work. wy - f N | | 8 1 us 
The Vindicator having by his Patron's Di- 
rection (for 'tis very well known under whoſe 
Inſtruction he wrote) given up all Deſign of the 
Biſhop to inſtruct, either the Unbelievers.:i0r' mi- 
aten Believers of his Dioceſe, proceeds to juſti- 
fy the Biſbop againſt the Inquirer, as having made 


d all he undertook in his laſt Paſtoral Lettern. 


In order to which having p. 4. repeated the Bi- 
o p's two Poſitions, viz.tiſt, That the four 
„ Goſpels contain a faithful and true Account of 
< the Birth, Life, Death, Reſurrection, and 
« Aſcenſion of Jeſus.” And, “ 2dly, That they 
< have been ſaichfully tranſmitted to Chriſtians of 
4 ſucceeding Ages. 15 YEP 
The Vindicator I ſay having repeated theſe 
Poſitions, he again juſt as the Biſhop before him, 
to the End to amuſe and withdraw the Reader 
Attention from his expected Proof of them, 
offers firſt to enter into the Characters, or Qua- 
lifications of the reputed Authors of the ſaid 
Goſpels, But waving again that Point, p. 5. he 
paſſes into an Obſervation, or rather Affirma- 
tion of the Biſhop, via. That the real — 
. : „ 6 


— 


21 


5 of Feſus of Nazareth at the Time the Goſpel 
« ſpeaks of, and his chuſing ſeveral Perſons to 
% be his Diſciples, are Facts, which the greateſt 
Enemies 10 Chriſtianity never deny'd. i And 
further, That the Goſpel affirms: of theſe Diſ- 
* ciples in general, which allo has never been 
& Geny'd, that they left their ſeveral Callings 
4, and Occupations, to the End they might be 
„ wholly at Liberty, to attend Jeſus and receive 
& his Inſtructions. So that here we have been 
| Jed to one Point after another purely for the 
ſtaving off the Proof of the fir# ' Poſition, the 
Facts 10 which: the Hiadicotor knew he Was not 
able to make good. 
At the ſame Time, 1 profeſs, I 5 * 
all the Heatben Authors ] can think of, and can- 
not find one, that takes the leaſt Notice of ſuch 
| a Perſon as Jeſus, under the Deſcription the Bi- 
FT Hop and his Vindicator put him. The Inquirer 
| -hath (I think) admitted, there is an Heathen Au- 
#bor or two in the ſecond Century, which bare- 
ly: mention the Name of Chriſt; from whence 
may be concluded, that a Perſon under the Name 
of Jeſus Gbrift really. exiſted, but not that what is 
wrate. of him in the Goſpels is true. Theſe Au- 
thors ſay not a Word of one Jeſus of Naza- 
$ xeth, who .choſe feveral Diſciples, and that 
44 theſe left their Callings and Occupations, pure- 
« ly to attend and be inſtructed by him.” They 
have not a Word: of any ſuch Matter, and of 
this 1 am pretty confident, With what Face then 
doth the Vindicator aver, p. 5. That theſe are 
* ſuch unqueſtionable Facts, s to need no fur- 
« ther di » And thence infer. of his own 
Head, p. C. That two of theſe (ſelf-denying) 
1 Diſciples, being Writers of Goſpels, were well 
ic qualify* to bear Witneſs of the Things that were | 
5 one aud 2 ken by heir Maſter, *? Whereas 


U ; | | . f 
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there is not the leaſt Evidence of any of theſe 
Things, except from the Goſpels themſelves. 

As to the other two Evangeliſts the Vindicator 
does not pretend, p. ibid. that they were of the 
Number of thoſe, <+ who left their great Callings 
and Occupations to follow Jeſus, but to follow 
«© his Apoſtles Peter and Paul, but this is the 
very Thing he had to prove, viz. that they were 

the Followers of thoſe Apoſtles, ſince all the pri- 
mitive Converts who rejected their Goſpels, and 
many learned Moderns had other Thoughts. 

The Vindicator further adds, p. 7. from & Eu- 
ſebius a crafty old Arian of 20 Troft nor Judg- 
ment, and who took his Report from he knew 
not who; Þ *T:s reported (he ſays) that St. John 
ſaw the other three Goſpels and approv'd them. 
What Pity it is Men ſhould profane the facred 
Writings with ſuch Evidence. Is the Vindicator 
ſure the Goſpels we now have, are the very ſame 
which St. John ſaw? If ſo, and he is not diffident 

of their orginal Divinity, why does he bring this 

old Arch-Heretic to vouch, they received their 
Sanction from St. John? Can any Thing appear 
more vain, than to make St. Jobs approve of Books 
dictated by the Holy Spirit, and in bis Name pub- 
liſh'd to the World? And yet according to the ſame 
Father, he did not ſo approve of them neither, but 

that he wiſßid they had been better wrote, he and 
the Aſian Biſhops with him, found ſuch Faults 
(it ſeems) in thoſe bree Goſpels, that St. 7obn 

what through thoſe Biſhops Intreaties, and his 

own Conſciouſneſs of their Defects, was at length 
obliged to bleſs 'the World, with another more 
| B 2 7 correct 
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gee the Character of this wicked Father who prevaricated 
with God and Man, at the Councilof Mee, in Scaliger's Elench. 
Trihær. c. 29. and in his Chronicon, p. 8. in Father Main- 
burg's Hiſt. of Arianiſm, tom. i. 1. 1. and Valeſi as and Le 
Clerc's Life of him. - FE H. J. 3. c. 24. : | 
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correct and compleat Goſpel, and thus Father Eu- 
ſebius effectually undoes his own fooliſh Teſti- 
mony. 

But I had almoſt forgot 1 to obſerve, that the 
* Biſhop and his Vindicator both, labour to have 
it further admitted; that the Enemies of Chriſti- 
anity in or near Feſus's Time, not only knew 
there was ſuch a Perſon as Jeſus, who really ex- 
iſted in Judæa, and ſuffer'd Death on the Croſs 
at the Time mentioned in the Goſpels, but that 
they were alſo appriſed of ſeveral Facts of his 
related in thoſe Goſpels, for which Chriſtians 
« appeal'd to the Accaunts tranſmitted to Rome 
„ by the Roman Governors. * Therefore ar- 
gue they — © the Heathens muſt needs have been 
* perſwaded of the Truth of thoſe Facts; other- 
** wiſe whilſt Tradition concerning the Perſon 
&« of Jeſus was freſh, they would have convicted 
<< the evangelical Hiſtorians of F alſhood, wanting 
„no Inclination ſo to do.?? 

But now ſuppoſing the learned Enemies of 
Chriſtianity never deny'd thoſe Fas, as we know 
certainly they did, and that their Writings have 
been for thatReaſon * deſtroy'd, yet I am afraid, 
the Non-converſion of thoſe few learned Heathens, 
upon their ſuppos'd immediate Intelligence of 
thoſe Falls; will be thought a ſtronger Proof for 
tieir Disbelief of them, than their Silence, with 
reſpect to them, can be for their Belief; which 
(ſays the Adverſary) aroſe more likely from an 
utter Contempt, and Neglect, of them, agreea- 
: ble to their known Treatment of Holen Fa 
| thole 
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* Paſt. Lett. p. 17. f Vindicat. p. 9g. — 24. *T Vid. 
Conſtant. Epiſtle apud Socrat. E. H. I. 1. c. 9. in which that 
Emperor orders all Books of Heretics to be deſtroy'd (as thoſe 
of Porplyry had been before) on Pain of Death. Cave ſays 

Porghyry's 15 Books againſt Chriſtianity were deſtroy'd by De- 
cree of Tecαν 1. ng Liter. Secul. Novat. ſub. fin. 


TE: 

choſe Days, than from any Conviction of their 
Truth. Had they been ſo conſcious of the Truth 
of the Goſpel-Hiſtory in general, as to be able to 
deny no part of it, as theſe Gentlemen contend, 
what ſhould hinder, that they did not forthwith 
embrace Chriſtianity ? Nay had they believ'd rhe 
Biſhop's firſt Poſition, they had been ipſo facto 
Chriſtians, for the Chrif#ians themſelves believ'd 
no more, and many Times not ſo much. 

There can be nothing more unfair, and unna- 
tural, than to conclude merely from the Silence of 
heathen Authors, that the Chriſtian Miracles were 
all true; for firſt we muſt ſuppoſe thoſe Authors 
to have known and believ'd them; and yet out 
of Envy to the divine Author, would not/ re- 
cord them in their Hiſtories, which is a moſt in- 
jurious Reflection. 1 

Had thoſe grave Writers Tacitus, Suetonins 
or Pliny, ever heard of the Miracles, and 
digies related in the Goſpels, and been perſwaded 
of the Truth of them, they would never have 
paſſed them over in Silence, and at the ſame 
Time wickedly condemn'd the Religion of Chri- 
ſtians, as the moſt execrable Superſtition. They 
were all three addicted to the Relation of Pro- 
digies and Miracles. And Tacitus and Suelonius 
in particular would certainly have mentioned, 
as well thoſe wrought by Jeſus in Judæa, as 
thoſe by Veſpaſian at Alexandria, had they come 
to them equally atteſted. 5 "=" 

Therefore I confeſs, I am rather inclin'd to be- 
lieve, for the Honour of Chriſtianity, that the 
learned Heathens, in or near Fe/us's Time, knew 
little or nothing certain concerning him, and that 
their ſtrong Prejudices ſhewn againſt him aroſe 
from falſe Rumours, and not from a regular 
Tranſmiſſion of Facts truly ſtated to Rome, as 
Tuſtin M. and Turtullian have without any pro- 
| R dable 


D K WK <4 DW --* 00s * 


I , * 
\ 
' t 
fl 
* 
* 
b ** 
. 
1 
my 
i2-4 
: TH 
190 
WE! 
1 7 
IS 
34 
4 7 
* 
31 
: '<Y 
$248 
Xt 
k Ke 
: 44 
: 1 
„ 
. 7 } 
19 1 ; 
2477 
1 
"ei 
ry 
7 
. 8 
* a 
# 
1 
1 
; 
N : 
: {m4 
| 7 N 
16 
19 
. 2 
A "74 
FUR 
7 4 
49H 
#1 * 4 
N 
M41 
iT. 
7329 
| Th 
' 
5 gl 
F 
7.804 
- 4 
; 
- 
ny 
4 
72 
1 b 
* 
j 
7 
* 
"= 
: 
oY 
. "of 
7 
* 
2 
£ 
., 
1 
f 
N > 
1 i 
1 
N 
in 
* 
13 
1 


—— 


— 


—— — 5 — — 
—ñ——w— —— — — 


2 a 
- 
r — — — - — ** pon 
6: . 00. —— — — — ——— — — — 
* — 


. 2. 
ON Deane TG 


r N * 


rr 


—— — —„— era 


| 2 9 


— — 
—y— coma — . 2 = 7 
6— ᷓ— — De — 5 
, —— — — r r AN 3 
_ as * 5 ESO ” << HET _ _ < 
2 — 2 Vo RS N 


[ 12 ] 
bable Ground, and to. the great Scandal 'of our 
Religion aſſerted. . 3 Pal as 
For beſides that if any ſuch Facts had been du- 


ly tranſmitted, they muſt needs have ve bm ory 


honourable Notions of Jeſus and his few Religion, 
than we find obtain'd among the more judicious 


Part of Mankind in thoſe Days, ſo 'tis certain, 


no one ever ſaw any public Acts or Regiſtries of 
that Sort, no not after the Emperors, became 
Chriſtian, which is a ſure Proof there never were 
any ſuch in Truth tranſmitted 1 f. 11 5 
As no ſuch Acts then ('tis likely) were ever 
tranſmitted, ſo the Inquirer had ſaid, That what 


vue have now either of Few or Heathen, relating 


* to: Jeſus's Perſon, are either known Forgeries, 
„or they are found only in the Books of the 
Chriſtian Prieſts and Fathers, who (being Ad- 
verſaries) cite thoſe Authors as they. pleaſe.” 
The Yindicator ſeems a little concern'd at theſe 
laſt Words as implying “ that the Chriſtian Prieſts 
were capable of citing, what their Adverſaries 
*© never wrote,” p. 11. But will he then pretend 
their Hands were clean in that Reſpect, and that 
no ſuch Hillany was ever practis'd among them ? 
when *tis ſo well known to the learned World, 
that there is ſcarce a profane Hiſtory but which 


£ 
cc 


* 


_ hath ſuffer'd by them; and that the Scriptures 


themſelves have not eſeap'd them. Nay, they 
have not ſpar'd one & another's Writings, the 
Moderns having deſtroy'd or elſe corrected the An- 
tients, not to mention the infinite Forgeries, with 
which Chriſtianity was attended in its very Infan- 


Cy, 


* Vid. Hieron. adv. Vigilantium Op. tom. 2. p. 312, 313. 
where that Father owns himſelf guilty of adding to and re- 
trenching from the Works of Origen, and accuſes St. Hilary, 
Fuſebius Vegellemſis and ſeveral others of the like Practices, and 


b again acdis'd by Rufinus. Vid. Sandii E. H. de Origine, 


p. 33. where you will ind many Examples of this Kind. 


— 
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cy, and as eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory informs us, was 
carry d on in the firſt Ages, and is (till by the 
ſame Means (as we have a fad Inſtance now before 
us) endeayour'd to be ſupported. 1 
As to the known Forgeries hinted at above by 
the Ingairer, the Vindicator will have theſe to re- 
ſpect Fincivally, the Teſtimonies in Joſepbus, 
which were not quite forgot; but I aſſurehim 
they regarded more immediately %% Afs of Pi. 
late, which the Biſhop had intimated for authen- 
tic, in Proof that Feſus was well known to the 
Gentile World. Which As (ſtill extant) were cer- 
tainly forg'd, for the ſake of bringing public Ai. 
teftation to the Chriſtian Religion, tho? otherwiſe 
of great Antiquity, Juſtin M. having knaviſhly 
appeal'd to them for the Truth of the Goſpel Hi- 
ſtory, about the Middle of the ſecond Age, and 
Turtullian after him in the Beginning of the third, 
in their ſeveral Apologies for Chriftianity. Nota- 
ble Apologies pretended to have been delivered to 
Emperors, founded upon Forgery, and indited 
by Heretics, and * Apoſtates. | e 
» As to the pretended Teſtimonies, found at this 
Day in Joſephus, whoever has a mind to be ſatis- 
ty'd, of another Chriſtian Forgery, let him conſult 
Mr. Du Pin's Ecclęſiaſtical Hiſtory of the firſt 
Century; who has placed this Matter in a fair 
Light, and wheſe Arguments, too many to be 
| ; in- 
* Tuſtin M. as he is generally eſteem'd the moſt illiter:4: 


of all the Fathers, ſo alſo the firſt 4po/ate of note among 
the Gentiles. This Man having alittle ſmattering in Philo- 
ſophy, was ſo captivated therewith, that he ſpent all his Days 
in adjuſting Chriſtianity to it, in which he ſuceeded ſo well, 
as to lay the Foundation of all thoſe fierce Diviſions, which 
have raged ever ſince, with infinite Slaughter and Devaſtation _ 
among Chriſtians, relating to Feſus's Divinity and Incarnation: ' 
Tertullian was another Apoſtate, and ſo conſider'd by Mother- 
Church, and tho' drench'd with her furious Spirit, yet for 
ought appears dyed unpardoned, under her Sentence of Ex- 
communication. Anonym. E 
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inſerted here, will evince even to a Demonſtra- 
tion, that Fo/ephus could never be the Author of 
thoſe Teſtimonies. But while we are thus 
ſoberly contending upon theſe Trifles, can any 
Thing be more unbecoming, than once to ima- 
gine, that true Religion is by the Providence of 
God, left to ſubſiſt on, or indeed have any Thing 
to do with, any ſuch Evidence. 
Well but as trifling, abſurd, and illuſory, as 
every Bit of it is, *tis all you are like to have, 
for the great Fats laid down in the Biſhop's fir 
Poſition 3. for the Vindicator inſiſting, that the 
learned Enemies of Cbriſlianity, in or near our Sa- 
viour's Time, did or might know thoſe Fa#s, 
« as well from the Preachings of the Apoſiles, 
* as from Accounts tranſmitted by the Roman Go- 
* pernors to Rome, and yet not having refuted 
* them, p. 14. in Part or in Whole, the Truth 
te and Faithfulneſs of the Gofpel Hiſtory receives 
* abundant Confirmation from their Silence“. 
And further, p. 24. The Biſhop having made 
it appear, that the ſuppos'd Evangeliſts had 
* a; ſufficient Knowledge alſo of their Subject, 
& and that their Characters in Point of Integrity 
* are unqueſtionable, it follows that they could 
* neither be impos'd on Themſelves, nor impoſe 
% on Others, the Conſequence of which is “, 
That the four Goſpels contain à faighful and true 
Account of the Birth, Life, Death, Reſurrefion, 
and Aſcenſion of Jeſus Chriſt. And thus the Vin- 
dicator hath, he thinks, very dextrouſly prov'd, 
that the Biſhop hath made good the Fas con- 
tain'd in his firſt Poſition z tho? *tis certain nei- 
ther bimſelf, nor the Biſhop, have ſaid one Word 
to them; and what ſtill renders all Pretence of 
this Nature the more ridiculous before Infidels is, 
that neither of them hitherto, have given their 
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ed Authors of the four Goſpels, whoſe Charac- 
ters they have been ſo long upholding were i- 
deed the true Ones. 

But this the Vindicator pretends, p- ibid.” «js 
«© a point not controverted by the Biſhop's Ad- 
15 Main? but with Reſpect to the firſt of the 
four Goſpels enly. ” Tho? a little after, as if | 
conſcious that the Inquirer had not omitted to 
touch upon this Point alſo, with Reſpect to the 
other Goſpels ; the Vindicator urges the Teſtimony 
of the Fathers, with this Preamble, p. 25. 
Good Senſe (ſays he) and the Reaſon of Things 
require, that we determine our Aſſent (in Re. 
« lation to Authors) from the moſt prevailing 
„Tradition, of the Times next following thoſe 
« Books, that are the Subject of our Inquiry.“ 
Very true, but he forgets that the firſt Evidence 
he has, for aſcertaining any Author of the Books 
of the N. J. is Father Irenæus, a weak credu- 
lous Man, who very likely had the Tradition 
from old Papias, whoſe genuine Writings too 
are for the moſt Part loſt, and who did not 
flouriſh, till above an Age after the Times, moſt 
of the Goſpels are pretended to have been com- 
pos'd ; when according to the ſame. Father's on 
ſhewing, Hereſies were ſo multiply'd, and Goſpels 
with them (every Hereſy having its own Goſpel) 
that it required no lefs, than a divine Penetratioh 
to diſtinguiſh, between the Works of Hereties, 
and thoſe of inſpired Authors, compil'd an whole 
Age before. Whereas it does not appear, that 
any great Number of primitive Chriſtians, who 
exiſted in, and next following the Times of the 
New Tefament Writings, receiv'd the three Goſ- 
pels of Mark, Luke, and John, (of Maithew I 
ſhall ſpeak hereafter.) On the contrary, all the 
Fewiſh Chrifians, i. e. all Feſus's own Converts 
N them, and my ea of Gentile Chriſti- 
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am too, of whom we have any Acount by & 


Name, the Marcionites with reſpect to Luke's Goſ- 


pel (very much interpolated) and the Gnaſtics or 


: Platonic Heretics with reſpect to John's onlyexcept- 
ed. The unanimous Teſtimony of all which primi- 


tive Chriſtians (tho commonly ſty Pd Heretics)ſome 


will think, is much to be preferr'd, to the uncertain 


Tradition of a few Party-fathers, interefted in the 
Caſe, who came long after them; and who found- 
ed their Opinions, either upon vagrant Reports, 
or their own bold Conjectures (as Father f Simon 
on this Head very well obſerves) and not on 
any 'antient Ads as is moſt apparent in eceleſiaſti- 
cal Hiſtory. Beſides that, 8 
The Fathers Tradition, concerning inſpir'd 


Books, is the leſs to be regarded, as they cet- 


tainly took it in their Heads, to new model the 
Chriſtian Religion, after Chriſt and his Apoſtles, 


and conſequently would be very apt to prefer 


thoſe Books, which were moſt for their modelling 
N SES nag oben 
For as our Biſhop truly obſerves, 9 The whole 
„Scheme of Chriſtianity was not fully open'd to 
the World by Chrif himſelf immediately, but 
„many Things were left by him to be deliver'd 
or explain'd by his ApoFles.” So Divines not 
only admit but contend. That many Things 
«© again were left by the Apoffles. to be explain'd 
by thoſe that ſhould come after, even by their 
3 1999 [#1 | „ SUC» 


Heretic were ſo numerous in the firſt and ſecond Ages, 
that all the primitive Chriflians ſeem to be included under one 
Denomination of Hereſy or other. Chriſtianity having been 
always upon a Change, the Antients were ever Heterodox to 
the Moderns, the former Age conſtantly to the latter; ſo that it 


may be juſtly ſaid, upon the Foot of eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, that 


all the primitive Chriſtians, Gentiles, as well as Jews, rejected 

the three laſt Goſpels, becauſe we know of no one Sect or Par- 
„but thoſe mentioned, who did not. Anonym. Crit. 
iſt, New Teſt. part i. ch. 10. F Paſt, Letter, p. 18. 


LJ 
e Succeſſors id Office, * of Which they Bade 
made no little Uſe. He that knows not t ut 
never have look'd into Eerleſiaſtital Hiſtory; or 
heard of Councils, or Creed making, which it the 
- Clergy kad their Liberty Woüld hold! h- td. the 
End x the World; Chriffiity with their | 
Will, hould be always fortning, never 'forin'd : 
1 bluſh therefore for the Vindicato/s Aſſuranee in 
denying, p. 27. That the Fathers have been 
„the Modellers of the Chriſtian Religion #7” ör 
what is much the fame, 24 of the fange | 
* Articles relating to it!? 
I ſhould proceed now Ga gott Defence l ih- 
tend ro make; of the Diſſerration on Sr. Malibtwꝰs 
- Goſpel, but before I enter Upon that Subject, it 
may not be improper to obſerve a little, upon 
the Nature of the Biſbop's Evidence in general, 
which he makes uſe of agaitiſt Iaſdels, for Probf 
of the * Sacred Writings of the N. T. the great 
Charter of Chriſtia#s, upon the Validit) bf 
e which their Faith and their Hope are baile:®” 
It confiſts I would obſerve of three Kinds. 
Firſt, Ot that taken out of thoſe Writings them 
ſelves, as v. g. he brings Texts out of Mark, to 
vouch for Matibæw; odt of Litke again, for Musk 
and Mazthew z and laſtly out of Joby for all three ; 
(that ĩs) he appeals for the Truth of the Goſpel-Hi- 
5 ory, to the Hiſtory of the Goſpel ; not I nſean to 
its own internal divine Characters, which had been 
proper; but he ſuppoſes firſt, that ſuch and ſuch 
were the Authors, and then calls * em to witneſs 
for one another, 
His ſecond Species of Evidence i is altogether ex- 
ternal, and is taken both from Friends and Foes.: 
Bur the Fault tound firſt with his Friends the pri- 
mitive Fathers) is, That they were Men of no ſe- 
cular Learning, TWO or Judgment; as ap- 
5 C 


Pears 
* Paſt. Lett. p. 7. 
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3 RE WY from their Works, abſurd. in their 
elations, and often contradictory, both to them- 
ſelves and others; whoſe Teſtimony is founded on 
no Acts, but oral Tradition only, i. e. mere idle 
Tales, or their own Inventions: And then particu- 
larly as to two of theſe, even Irenæus and Tertullian, 
- whom the Biſbop makes moſt Uſe of, the latter tis 
known becamean Apoſtate, was excommunicated, 
and actually died without the Pale of the Church, 
for which Reaſon his Teſtimony hath been reject- 
ed by other x Fathers, partigularly St, Cyprian and 
Ferom, as not fit to be ufed in the Catholic Cauſe, 

and the former's genuine Works are not extant : 
So that the Bi/bap's next Reſort on this Head to 
give any Satisfaction, muſt be to the avow'd Ene- 
mies of Chriſtianity, from whom he has to extort 
all the Conceſſions he can, in Favour of thoſe 
Facts he promis'd to make good. 

Bur alas the Enemies of Chriſtianity. (ehe Heathen 
Enemies) are all ſilept in the Grave; their Writ- 
ings, as the Inquirer hath pertinently obſerv'd, are 
all deſtroy'd, and have been ſo for above 1400 
Years paſt, and that (ſay Inſidels) by thoſe very 
Men, who are abſurd enough now, to require it 
ſhould be taken for granted, they deny'd none of 
thoſe Facts, on which Chriſtianity is chiefly found- 
ed, though thoſe Enemies wrote againſt Chriſtiani- 
ty, and died in the Pagan Faith, Beſides that the 
Biſhop hath neglected, or wanted Subject to apply 
his Ethnic Evidence as he ought. 

For whereas he ſhould have made it extend if he 
could, to all, or at leaſt ſome of thoſe particular 
Facts laid down in his firſt Poſition, (to wit) to 
Jeſus's miraculous Birth, Life, Death, Reſurrettion, 
and Aſcenſion, his Lordſhip makes his Enemies 
* only (and that very precarioully to the ſin- 
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M via. Reeves preliminary Diſcourſe to Tertullian's Apolo- 
ric. p. 149. ENS 


Ei 
gle Fact, that ſuch a Perſon as Jeſus really exiſted, 
without appropriating to ſuch Perſon any one of 
thoſe Wonders mention'd in the ſaid Poſition, all 
which he had oblig'd himſelf to ſpeak to, and 


which were indeed the very Matter he had in 


Hand; there having been many Perſons, no 
doubt, ef the Name of Jeſus, but none for ought 
appears by any his Lordſhip's Proofs, to whom 


thoſe As can be certainly apply'd. Nevertheleſs 


on this ſcanty Proof alone, that ſuch a Perſon as 
one Jeſus exiſted, and was crucify'd ; the 2 


firſt, and his Vindicator after him, lay mighty Streſs, 


exalting themſelves very much over 1nfidels, whilſt 
Tnfidels (I am apt to think) on the other Hand, 
lament for the deeply rooted Bigotry and Preju- 
dices of ſome Men, who can build their Faith 
and their Hope upon ſuch vain Foundations. 

I come now to his Lordſhip's third and laſt 
Species of Evidence, which (1 am ſorry to ſay) 
is taken from ſome ſpurious Pieces,*and exploded 
Fragments pretended of primitive Fathers, ſuch as 
thoſe out of * Clemens Rom. 2 Epiſtle to the Co- 
rinthians replete with Hereſy, The Acts of Pilate 
aforementioned, an impious and ridiculous For- 
gery, and ſome 4 Anti- Apoſtolic Fragments under 
the Name of Polycarp, never heard of before the 
ſixth Century; but in that ignorant, ſuperſtitious, 
and moſt corrupt Age, trump'd up by one Vic- 
tor Capuanus, an Author {ſays our preſent excel- 
lent || Archbiſhop with reſpect to theſe very Frag- 


ments) of no Judgment nor worthy the leaſt Cre- 


dit; and as my Lord of London could not but 
be appriſed of the ſame Thing, with his Grace 


 ® Quoted. Paſt. Lett. p. 15. but always look'd upon as ſpu-, 


rious by the Aritients, and never cited by them, Ex/cb. E. H. 
I. iii. c. 38. Beſides that it hath been loſt for ſeveral Hun- 
dred Years, and but lately and very imperfectly recover'd. 

+ Ibid. p. 15. | Prelim. Diſc. to his Engl. Tranſix. @ 
Apoſt. Fathers, p. 30. ee PERS: bs 
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, Canterbury; tis not eafy to conceive, what 
could induce him to impoſe ſuch Evidence on 
the numerous People of his Dioceſe, eſpecially 


in a Cauſe ſo good A Cauſe ſurely that needs 


n Impoſture to ſupport it. 


Thus you have fairly laid before you, the ſe- 
veral $pectes, of Evidence the Biſhop hath thought. 
fit to offer, in Proof of the Goſpel, Hiſtory : And 
JL appeal to the common Underſtanding of Man- 
kind, whether it is reaſonable co believe, that. 
God ſhould ever give Men a Revelation, that 
in after Ages ſhould ſtand in need of ſuch Evi- 
dence. But let us ſee what the Vindicator hath to 
urge in Juſtification of his Lomihip Conduct 
on the Head of Evidence. 

And firſt, being aware his Lordſhip hath been 
very incorrect in that Reſpect, he p54 4 p- 2. 
nis Lordſhip had any Deligu to defend the Canon 
of the New Teſtament againſt any particular Infi- 
del, much leſs againſt the whole Body of them ;?? 
but his Deſign *cis pretended was, to guard 
his Dioceſe againſt the Deluſions of a certain 
«« Fract, which denied the; Scriprures, to be a 
9 divine. Rule of Faith and Manners, ?* which 
Tract, that I can find, was never heard; of, The 


| Biſbop indeed points in his & Margin to a Tract, 
intitled, Chrifianity as old as the . Creation, the 


venerable and moſt learned Author of. which, he 
with all his Christian Charity could not forbear 
expoling to his vulgar Readers, as a Patron of 


Infidelity, tho that Tract is the fartheſt off any 


ſuch Thing in the World, or of denying the Scrip- 
tures ta be a divine Rule of Faitb and Manners : 


Well, but the Bifpp's Deſign it ſeems was, 


againſt the Infdel Author of ſuch Tract, and 
not againſt any particular Infidel, and next the 
Vinacator Pn ce the WY hath ſufficiently 


LH "0 ae 
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„ 
e guarded his Dioceſe againſt fuch Deluſions, by 
e laying before them the principal Evidences 
upon which it is reaſonable to believe the en- 
ce tire Body of the N. T. Writings as of divine 
« Truth and Certainty.*” But what thoſe prin- 
cipal Evidences are, is already ſhewn ; God forbid 
they ſhould be the only Evidences Cbriftians have, 
on which to build their. Faith and their Hope; was 
this the Cafe, 'Chriſtians wou'd be indeed of all 
others the moſt miſerable; and Chriſtianity would 
be. ſo. far from being immoveabiy fix d, that it 
would be hable to be overturn'd with the Breath 
of every Infidel. Nn =: Pe 
I am now come to examine and ſee, how well 
the Vicar hath done the Office of the Biſhop, in 
anſwering for him the Objections made, more 
particularly to the Goſpel of Matthew: In order 
to. which, by! i ou 112807 
. ?Tis fit to take Notice, that tho* this Man ſees, 
and admits, thoſe Objections generally to be no 
other, than old Cavils of Heretics reviv'd; which 
is freely acknowledged on the Part of the Inqui- 
rer, only *tis apprehended: they: ſtand in need of 
a fatisfactory Anſwer ; yer he could not refrain, 

from uſing the Inquirer in ſuch a Manner, as if 
he was indeed the firſt Inventor or Broacher of 
them; his Pen is dipp'd in Vinegar, and Gall; 
falſe, ignorant, Deiſt, Infidel, avow*d Infidel, with 
a great many ſcandalous Inſinuations beſides, are 
continually thrawn out on the anonymous Author, 
for no othey Reaſon as appears, than for entring 
too ſtrictly into an Inquiry, the Neglect of which 
had been highly criminal, it being every Chriſtian 
Man's Duty, and higheſt Concern, to uſe all 
his Endeavours, to get the beſt Evidence he 
can, for the Truth and Authority of the ſacred 
Books: Therefore to this Gentleman's Compli- 
ments, we ſhall return no other Anſwer, than 
F mv EE EI EE0-$00 oper ay 1 4 that 
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144 | 
that we ſee indeed, and acknowledge a Portion of 
the B—-*s Spirit to be deſcended on him. op 

Is it that theſe Men ſcorn to yield to thoſe 
Duties, they impoſe on the reſt of Mankind? Or 
is it that they believe their Maſter to have _ 
really in earneſt, when he ſaid, He came not to ſend. 
Peace but a Sword upon the Earth? as indeed 
they have pretty well verify'd that Declaration, 
ever ſince it was firit made. But to this it is 
faid, and only ſaid; that the ſaid Author hath. 
been too familiar with my Lord of London. A 
Crime I confeſs very heinous, and for which I. 
am perſwaded he is as ready to ask Pardon, as his 


Lordſhip is to forgive 


In the mean Time, if our Author had not 
blab'd out his own Title, he might have gone 
oft with the Air of ſome great Dignitary in a 
Church unreform'd; having all the Arrogance, 
Pride, and Malice, incident for the moſt Part, 
to that Set of Men, as often as they are attack'd; 
with innocent Inquiries, and Reſearches, into the 
Truth and Foundation, of the Religion they 
teach us: Though in this very learned and inqui- 
five Age, wherein the Laity may pretend, to 
be on a Level with the Clergy,” in all Kinds of 
polite Literature, and their Superiors in moſt ; 
one would think they might learn to behave with 
more Moderation. But to do our Author Ju- 
ſtice with thoſe of his Profeſſion, whatever be- 
comes of his own Character, he will make no 
Conceſſions to the Diſadvantage of Orthodoxy, 
he will defend every adopted Point to the laſt, 
how ſcandalous and exploded ſoever; this they. 
had to expect from him, when he had the Con- 
fidence to revive the old Controverſy, upon that 
expiring Text of 1 Jobn v. 7. in Oppolition to 
the Critics, of the greateſt and brighteſt Men of 
the preſent Age, who foreſee not without Con- 

* e Cern, 


11 


[24] 
cern, that ſach like Doctrines are as 2 many 
Milſtones, faſten'd about the Neck of reveaFtl 
Religion; vhich if not timely remoy'd, will one 
Day weigh it down into the bottomleſs Gulph. 


Bur to the Point I have in Hand, in each! o 


: Matthew's Goſpel. P 

Ws — to which. I propoſe not W wideh 
to ſupport the Arguments of Heretics or Infidets 
-urg'd pertinaciouſly to overthrow: it; as to ſhew 
rather, how far the Vindicator (tho? ſo well af- 
ſiſted) hath come ſhort in giving Satisfaction con- 
cerning them, to A and . Wr 
Kian. E „non 

This being my Point, far be it from me, to 
raiſe any new Objections to the ſaid: Goſpel; I 
ſhall confine myſelf to thoſe already made, or 
rather reviv'd in the Inquiry, and to which che 
Vindicator hath undertaken to anſwer; but how 
well he hath acquitted himſelf in that Reſpect, ſhall 
be my Buſineſs. to examine, in the Order he him- 
ſelf — plac'd them. 

The Inquirer. having in the Beginning of” vis 
Diſſertation, 'mention'd ſome Doubt among He- 
relies 4 with' Regard to the preſent Title to Mat- 
„ thew's Goſpel, of which there is no Hiſtory, 
„when or by whom it became affix'd; but 
** chiefly with regard to the many different Ti- 
«« les, or Names it bore in the primitive Church; 
„ which he concei ves mult needs have ariſen, 
from the Uncertainty the firſt Chriſtians were 
« under, in Relation to the true Author. 

To this, which is made the firſt Objection, 
the Vindicator anſwers, p. 29; that certainly the 
« preſent Title was us'd long before (he ſhould 
have ſaid ſome ſhort time before) the End of 
« the ſecond Century, becauſe it appears from the 
$ Writings of Irenæus and Clemens Alexandrinus 
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«© ken of according to the Titlts: how prefix 
to them. 1:10 


No in Reply the Adverſary. will. be _ to 
obſcrve, that theſe Fathers could not poſſibly 
know any Thing with Certainty, in Relation to the 
Author of a Book, ſuppos'd to have been publiſh'd 
without Name or Title, above an Age before; 
and that in a far diſtant Country, whoſe Lan- 
guage neither of them underſtood, and where the 
People themſelves did not agree about it; for 
as this Goſpel had many Names & in its own 
Country; ſo theſe two Fathers eſpouſing one par- 
ticular Name, rather than another, can be no 
Proof, either that it had no other Name at that- 
Time, or that the Name they eſpous'd it by, was 
the right Name; ſo that the great determining 
Queſtion here i is, Whether the Goſpel we are now 
treating of, did not bear many other Titles or Names 
beſides that it now has, which the Vindicator 
ſeems not willing to grant, calling for Vouchers? 

Now (ſay Heretics) there is nothing more evi- 
dent, even from the ſame Fathers, than that 
Matthew's Goſpel was antiently known by the ſe- 
veral other Triles, or Names mentioned he the 
Marg in. 

That the Goſpel according to the * as 1 
that according to the Nazarens, or Ebionites, is the 
ſame with the Goſpel according to Matthew, they 
prove from hence: Father Irenæus, ſpeak ing of 
the Ebionites (of his Time, another Name for the 
Nazarens) + ſays, they made Uſe of the Goſpel 
according to Matthew: only; and Father ¶ Euſebi- 
us, treating of the ſame . ſays, they made 


* It was entitled 7 known by the Na mes of, The Goſpel 
According to the Hebrews, according to the 12 Apoſtles, to 
Bartholomew, to Fames, to Peter, and to Matthew, to Cerin- 
thus, to Tatian, to 1 ren to the e and to the 
Encratites. | 


1 Grabs lin. Li. e 26. E. H. I. iii. c. 25, 27: | 


T 
Uſe of that Goſpel only, which was according io 
the Hebrews; ſo that by theſe two Fathers com- 
par'd, it is evident, the Goſpel according to the 
Hebrews, and that according to Matthew, are 
the ſame one_Goſpel, We have it again from E- 
piphanius, — * The Nazarens (ſays he) had the Go- 
bel according to Matthew wrote in Hebrew moſt 
perfect; again, + The Ebionites alſo receive the Go- 
 ſpel according to Matthew adulterated, for this they 
with the Cerinthians, only make uſe of, and no other, 
they call it the Goſpel according io the Hebrews. 
Ferom relates, $ That the Nazarens, and Ebionites 
in his Time, made uſe of the Goſpel, which he had 
tranſlated out af Hebrew, calPd the authentic Go- 
ſpel of Matthew, From all which ſay Heretics, 
*tis evident that the Goſpel according to the Hebrews 
or according to Matthew, as alſo that according to 
the Nazarens, or Ebionites, was in its Origin (if 
we will give any Credit to the Fathers) but one 
and the ſame Goſpel, tho? *tis allow'd, that fall- 
ing into the Hands of different Sects, it was fo 
very much alter'd, as to become in Effect ſo 
many diſtinct Goſpels. 

Heretics are next to prove by the ſame Teſti- 
mony that this ſame Goſpel, intitled according 
to the Hebrews, or according to Maithew, was 
alſo intitled according to the Twelve Apoffles; 
which they do by Father Ferom, *t ſays he, In the. 
Goſpel according to the Hebrews, which is written in 
the Chaldee and Syriac Language, but in Hebrew Let-. 
ters, which the Nazarens uſe, and is that according 
to the (twelve) Apoſtles, or as moſt think according 
to Matthew, &c. This laſt it ſeems was their Go- 
ſpel's current Title, contrary to what our Author 
aſſerts, p. 80. that Jerom never makes the Go- 

„ 

* Hæres Nazar. 29. n. 9. 4 Hares Ebionit. 30. n. 3 


13» F In Matth. xii *+ Adv. Pelag. tom. zd, lib. 3. 
lub init. Toland's Amynt. p. 35. 
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<« ſpel of Matthew to have been the current 7 ol 
of that Goſpel, which the Nazarens uſed ; 
that it was alſo called the Goſpel according to 
Peter, we are told by * Theodoret. The Naza- 
rens (ſays he) made uſe of that Goſpel only, which 
is according to Peter. 

Sandius a moit learned, and ſincere Proteſtant 
Hiſtorian of the laſt Age, having enumerated 
moſt of the Names abovementioned, by which 
the Goſpel, we have been treating of, was parti- 
culzrly known, adds + That it is not unlikely, but 
that it might alſo go by other Names, viz. that of 
Tatian, and of the | Encratites, of the Apoſiles, and 
of James, ſo impoſſible is it (favs & this learned 
Man) for us now to determine with any Certain- 
ty concerning the true Author, 

Mr. Tones, a diſſenting Teacher, but as ap- 
pears by his Works, of great Erudition, and a 
very laborious and pious Author, obſerving upon 
the different Titles belonging many Times to one 
and the ſame ſacred Book, gives an Inſtance in 
the Goſpel of Matthew : Thus #8 (ſays he) the 
Goſpel according to the Hebrews, the Goſpel accord- 
ing to the Nazarens, the Goſpel of the Ebionites, the 
Goſpel according to the Twelve Apoſtles, the Goſpel 
of Cerinthus, the Goſpel of Bartholomew, ſeem 10 
have been different Names of the ſame Hebrew Go- 
Jpel of St. Matthew, in ſome Places perhaps alter'd 
' and interpolated ; for which Variety of Names he 
aſſigns the following very good Reaſons; viz. 
iſt, The Uncertainty Perſons were under as to the 


Au- 
* Lib. 2. Hæret. Fah. c. 2. + Eccl. Hiſt, p. 5. Edit. 
ult. | The Encratilæ alias Continentes were not fo 


properly the Diſciples of Zatian (as the Vindicator after Epi- 
| þhani 'us aſſerts) as of Saturninus and Marcion who were before 
tim. Vid. Crabe's Irenæus, 1. 1. c. 30. Encratitæ (ſays 
Grabe in his Index) 4 Saturnins & Marcione orti. $ E. H. 

“ Method of ſettling the Canon of the New 75. 


[27] 
Author; 2dly, The various Denominations of Here- 
tics, who made uſe of it, occaſion'd its having diffe= 
rent Titles; and 3dly, becauſe it was not cuſtomary 
for Authors of thoſe Times, to aſſix Titles to their 
Works, which conſequently render'd 'em uncer- 
tain. | | | 
And now *tis hop'd the YVindicator is convinc'd, 
that *twas not for Want of Vouchers, but in pure 
Tenderneſs to our preſent Goſpel, that the ſame 
were omitted in the Inquiry. The Caſe ſeems to 
be plainly this. The Goſpel according to the He- 
brews, by whomſoever compos'd, was the origi- 
nal Plan, or Ground Work, from whence all the 
other Goſpels mentioned above are deriv'd ; as 
any Sect or Party of Christians adopted this cele- + 
brated Goſpel, wandring about without a Name 
to their Uſe, they in adjuſting it to their particu- 
lar Tenets, ſo mangled and alter'd it, that in Ef. 
fect it became a new Goſpel, or very different 
from the ſame Original, uſed and alter'd likewiſe 
by other Sects, and conſequently it obtain'd a 
new Denomination, ſome aſcribing it to one Apo- 
ſtle, ſome to anotber; and ſometimes we ſee it 
took the Name of a whole Party. The primitive 
Chriſtians framing. new Goſpels, or interpolating 
and retrenching thoſe already made, at Pleaſure, 
having no Notion in the firſt Ages of any new 
+ Canon of Scriptures, or that any of them were, 
or ought to be compos'd by Inſpiration. But I 
ſay the whole Body of primitive Chriſtians, under 
one Denomination or another, altering or inter- 


D 2 | pola- 


* If it had been ſuitable to the State of Chriſtianity to have 
given a new Canon, itſhould ſeem moſt proper to have been 
done by Jeſus, or his Apoſtles, and not left to any after them 
to do, eſpecially to weak, fallible, factious and intereſted Men: 
but if Jiſus and his Apoſtles have declar'd no Books Canonical,” 
I would ask who had Authority to do it after them Anonym. 


| 28 J 
polating this poor Goſpel, to make it quadrate 
with their Principles, and intitling it alſo anew, 
Hleretics conceive, it is not poſſible in the Nature 
of the Thing, that we ſhould now, at this great 
Diſtance of Time, be at any Certainty of having 
the true Goſpel, or knowing the true Author. It 
ſeems indeed to have been univerſally corrupted, 
ana the moſt prevailing Name to have deſcend- 
ed from the moſt prevailing Sect. A Man is 
ſometimes ſorry to ſpeak the Truth, but why 
will they extort it from us? «| 1 
Thus far I think may obviate, all the Vindi- 
cator hath advanc'd in Relation to external Evi- 
dence, by which he would prove the 64% el in 
Diſpure, to belong to Matthew; only one Thing 
a Man cannot help taking Notice of, with ſome 
Pleaſantry, and that is the hard - ſhift he and 


his Aſſiſtants are put to, in order to maintain 


the Character of old Papias, who living in 
the ſecond Century, is ſaid (but without Foun- 
dation) to be the Author of that Tradition which 
aſcribes this Goſpel to Matthew, This Man * 
 Euſebius accuſeth as having been a Reporter of fabu- 
lous Dotirines, of a narrow Underſtanding, and a 
Leader of many into Error, and (among others) his 
+ Pupil Irenæus, which Cenſure being ſo cloſe and 
ſevere upon him, the Vindicator hath no other 


Way to claw off than, firſt by giving a different 
Turn 

lz c. 3. + The Yindicator hath thought 
fit to deny, p. 36. with great Aſſurance, Abuſe, and Vanity, 
that Jrenzus was Papias's Scholar, affirming he was Poly- 
carp's, for which there is not the leaſt Pretence in Antiquity : 
Irenæus only ſays (in Epiſt. ad Flor. apud Euſeb. E. H. 5. 20.) 
that he when a very Child had ſeen Polycarp, and remem- 
ber'd his Perſon, and ſome of his Sayings; and this our 
Author (I ſuppoſe) calls being his Diſciple. Whereas Eu/ſ-- 
bus can be underſtood in no other Senſe, when he ſays (E. 
H. 3: 39.) that old Papias led Irenzus into Error, by his fa- 
hulous Doctrines. Accordingly Ferom (in Epiſt. 29. ad Thead.) 


expreſly affirms, that Irenzus was Papiar's Scholar, taking no 
Notice of Po/earp. | 


1 
Turn to the Words, and then denying, p. 35. 


that they any way detract from Papias's Cre- 
« dit, as a Relator of Matters of Fact, or p. 37. 


« diſqualify bim for reporting ordinary and well 


c known Traditions.“ 


But is not this very extraordinary? Am I then 
to build my Faith and my Hope upon a Tradition, 
deriv'd from a Man of kale Underſtanding, and 
no Judgment; and who in fact was a Teacher 
of falſe Doctrines? Yes, ſays the Vindicator, 
„this by no means diſqualifying him for re- 
% porting ordinary and well known Traditions; 
infinuating, as if Matthew's being the A 


thor oß 
the Goſpel in Debate and no other, was en | 


thoſe well known Traditions. However the fol- 


4 Jowing Fathers (continues he) did not ſupport 
* the Genuineneſs of this Goſpel from the Tra- 


« dition of any ſingle Man, but from the Tra- 


« dition of the apoſtolical Churches traced u 

to the Apoſtles their Founders ; on theſe Prin- 
<«. ciples (ſays he) do all the Writers of the third 
Century aſcribe to St. Matthew, and to him on- 

* ly, the Goſpel which goes by his Name.” 

Now let him but allow Heretics the Chriſtians 
of the fir Century, which they claim; and they 
will yield to him the Fathers of the third, who 
could know nothing of this Goſpel but from their 
Teſtimony. But to this poſſibly will be ſaid, 


that thoſe Fathers took not their Tradition fats ; 


the heretical Fews, but from the apoſtolical Church- 


es; but Heretics will ask where thoſe apoſtolical 
Churches then ſubſiſted, ſince the only apoſtoli- 


cal Church for whoſe Sake the Goſbel in Debate is 


ſaid to have been compos'd, had another Tradi- 


tion, and another Goſpel. 


I find the Vindicator, as well ad the Biſhop, hath 
a good Liking to oral Tradition, for no other 


is meant by the Tradition of the apoFolical Church- 
e | „„ . 65, 
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| 30 ] 
es, without which ' tis 3 p. 42. the Ge- 
* nuineneſs of ſacred Books and their faithful 
&* Tranſmiſſion cannot be ſatisfactorily made out: 
So that after all, we are reduc'd not to written, 
but to oral 7 radition for the ſure Word of God 3 
and that without Regard to the Stamp of its own 
divine Authority, which it carries or ought to. 
carry with it. 

But why then is the Romiſh Church ſo much 
to blame, for leaning to the ſame Tradition ? 
„ Becauſe ſays the Vindicator, p. ibid. very de- 
% murely, they found (alſo) religious Doctrines 
« on it repugnant to Scripture, and to written 


$ Tradition both.” But *tis his Miſtake, for all 


their Doctrines are founded, or pretended to be 


founded, either upon Scripture, or elſe upon the 
Decrecs, or Determinations of Councils; they no 


more regard oral Tradition, than Proteſtants, Be- 
ſides if they did, where | pray lies the greater 


Blame, and Danger, in taking up with a few 
Doctrines only, upon the Credit of oral Tradi- 

che Holy Books themſelves to 
depend on it, together with the, as uncertain writ- 
ten Tradition from the Fathers? The Vindicalor 
ſeems to forget, that all written Tradition of 
the Fathers, concerning the Authority of Scrip- 
ture is at beſt founded upon oral Tradition, if 
not their own Inventions ; and not upon any As 
as has been obſerv'd before. The Fathers too 
in almoſt all their Traditions, following one an- 


other like ſo many Geeſe in a Train, having nei- 


ther the Honeſty, nor Abilities any of them, to 
look carefully into T hings, or to conſider the 
Nature of that Evidence by which only they 


ought to have been govern'd in Relation to ſa- 


cred 

For tho? *ris fit we ould give our Aſent ſome- 

times to T ruths, TAO che bare Teſtimony of others, 
yet 


ER = 
yet this Aſent will be ſtronger or weaker, as the 
Teſtimony is more or leſs reaſonable ; all traditi- 
onary Evidence 1s external to us, and if true, ne- 
vertheleſs ariſes not from our own Perception, 
but the Perception of others, for which Reaſon 
we ſhould be ever cautious about it; and after 
all, ſuch Evidence at the higheſt, is but proba- 
ble, for Men bred up to ſtrong Prejudices, are 
very liable to be deceiv'd, or they may, for 
certain Ends, deceive others; ſingle Men may 
teſtify a Falſhood, and ſeveral Perſons may com- 
bine to teſtify the ſame Falſhood, ſo that Teſti- 
mony before it can become the Object of a rea- 
ſonable Aſſent, muſt be attended with theſe two 
Circumſtances, Credibility of Perſons and Credi- 
bility of Things, for by theſe we are to judge of 
all Hiſtory, For inſtance, if what is related as 
fact, be agreeable to Reaſon and Experience, and 
we know the Relators to be Men of good Senſe, 
and great Fidelity, then we have the higheſt ex- 
ternal Evidence of the Truth. + But if the Rela- 
tion be*of a Fact ſuppos'd to have been done, 
ſome thouſands or hundreds of Years before our 
Time, and we cannot come at the Characters of 
the firſt Relators, the Evidence is very much de- 
creas'd; but if the Characters of the intermedi- 
ate Relators, are well known, and we have Rea- 
ſon to believe, from their Compoſitions or other- 
wiſe that they were both weak, enthuſiaſtical, 
ſelf. intereſted, and deſigning Knaves, eaſily im- 
pos'd on themſelves, and diſpos'd to deceive o- 
thers, than the Relation deſerves no Credit. 
And ſuch a Set of Men I take the Fathers 
or Heads of Parties to have been, almoſt to a 
Man, during the four firſt Centuries, and ſome 
Time after, injudicious in all they relate, taken 
up with every idle Report, unfaithful, ignorant 
of true Religion, Bigots, knaviſh in all favou- 
ite 


ER 
rite Points of Divinity, ſilly Reaſoners, Betrayers 
of true Chriſtianity, Platoniſts. This all Men 
ſee, or may ſee, if they will acquaint themſelves 
with their Writings, and that inſtead of eſta- 
bliſhing Holy Scripture with their Teſtimonies, 
they have render'd it the moſt precarious Thing 
in the World. 

I am ſorry the Vindicator ſhould ſay, p. 26, 27. 
that heavy Charges of this Nature come a 
from 2 Authors, and monſtrouſly aſſert again, 
that a Religion deſcended from Heaven owes its 
Propagation to ſuch Inſtruments; what greater 
Slur could this Man put upon ChriManity, or 
what greater Advantage could he give the Deiſt 
a of it, than to make it owe its Authority. 
and Increaſe, to the Patriotiſm and Providence 
of ſuch Men. 

| Is it not certainly known, and daily to be 

ov'd, not from precarious oral, or written Tra- 
dition deduc'd from it, to which we are ſent for 
Proof of Holy Scripture, but from the Fathers 
own Mouths, even their Works, that they were 
the immediate Broachers, and flowing Sources, 
of all thoſe Diviſions, and that Infidelity, which 
now are, or ever yet reign'd within the Chri- 
ſtian Pale. 

The Diſſertation-Mriter had ſaid, that all the 
& Fathers cited by the Biſhop to vouch for the 
« Goſpels were Heretics, ** but I take upon me 
to affirm, not only that theſe, but every ſingle 

Father before the ſecond general Council] (held 
Anno 381) were rank Heretics and Enemies to the 
Catholic Church, i. e. as Catholiciſm now goes, 
not excepting, the great Athanaſius himſelf, If 
the Vindicator knows, or remembers not this, 
let him look over Mr. Daille; Huetius Origenian. 
I. 2. c. 2. q. 2. ſ. 10. or D. Petavias de Trinitate, 
lib, I, c. 3, 4, 5; and 8, and they will abundant- 


ly 


£39 


ly fatisfy him as to moſt of them, that they err'd 
in the capital Articles of the Catholic Fairh, and 
we know certainly their Tenets ſtand condemn'd, 
by the Reſolutions, and Decrees, of national Sy- 
nods, and general Council. 

Hear only what the famous M. Le Clerc ſays 
of the An Councils holden in the fourth Cen- 
tury: * Weak. Princes aſſembled a Pack of 

-# paltry Greeks, who had ſpent their Lives in 
< the Art of Cavilling about Words, without 
< the lealt Knowledge in Things, ſo very fond of 
„ Wrangling, that they were in eternal Feuds a- 
© mong themſelves. To theſe were added, {ſome 
few from the Weſt, more ſtupid and ignorant 
„indeed, but not a whit more honeſt, who 
« after much ſcandalous Quarrelling, did at laſt 
« by their own Authority, eſtabliſh certain unin- 
„ telligible Propoſitions, in ſuch Terms, as 
„ for the moſt part were very improper, which 

“ the Vulgar implicitly reverenc 4 as the moſt 
„Holy Truths.“ 

Ibere is nothing (t ſays our preſent excellent 
« Archbiſhop) in Antiquity, which either more 
<«« expos'd our Chriſtian Profeſſion heretofore, or 
* may more deſerve our ſerious Conſideration 
<* at this Day, than the Violence, the Paſſion, 

<« the Malice, the Falſeneſs, and the Oppreſſion, 
* which. reign'd in moſt of thoſe Synods held by 
_* Conſtantine the firſt, and after em by-th 
„ following Emperors upon the Occaſion of tha 
« Arian Controverſy. Bitter are the Complaints 
« which we are told that great Emperor made 
« of them. The Barbarians (ſays he in || Let- 
<« ter to one of them) for fear of us worſhip God, 
** bur we mind what only tends to Hatred, 
E. | cc to 
| 5 9 : 
Ars Critic. c. 56. + Authority of Chriſtian Princes 
p. 7. {| Soom, 525; 0: 88: - - 


Fiat 


to Diſſention, in one Word to the Deſtruction 


** of Mankind.” | 

Gregory Nazianzen (in his x Time the Glory of 
the Chriſtian Name) in his Letter to Procopius 
tells him, That he fled all Aſſemblies of Bi- 
* ſhops, becauſe he never knew a good and 
happy End of any Council, but that they did 
rather increaſe than leſſen che Evil; that the 
„Love of Contention and Ambition always o- 
« yercame their Reaſon.” And in his other 
Letters, 71, 72, 74. He declares his Reſolu- 


* tion again of never going to any Council, be- 


* cauſe nothing was to be heard there but Geeſe 


„and Cranes fighting without Underſtanding, 


© There (ſays he) we may ſee Diviſions, Quar- 


e rels, and ſhameful Things which were hid be- 


60 fore, and are collected i into one Place wich cruel 


4. Men. 97 


Archbiſhop Ti otfon ſpeaking of a certain general 
Council ſays + That if a general Council of 


% Atheiſts had met together with a Deſign to a- 


<< buſe Religion, by talking ridiculouſly con- 


5 


ce cerning it, they could not have done it more 
6 effectually.“ 

In a Word, a Man might fill Values: with 
the bare Recital only, and that from the very beſt 
Authorities, of the Impieties and ſenſeleſs Va- 
nities of the Fathers; but indeed eccleſiaſtical 
Hiſtory hath done it already to our Hands, 
being itſelf but a & Compendium of their 
Vices but to return more nn. to 
my Subject. 

Having in the preceeding ine ſhewa, it is 


not without Grounds, Heretics frequently object 


againſt 


* This Father flouriſh'd ahout the latter End of the 4th 
Century. + Rule of Faith, part 4. ſ. 1. Qui le- 


nit ccc eſuſlicam Hiſtoriam, quid legit niſi Vitia Epiſcoporyin | ? 
Orot 3 
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againſt the'Authority of Matthew's Goſpel, that 
it hath gone under ſo many different Titles or 
Names in the firſt Ages, that it is utterly imprac- 
ticable for us now, to come at the true Author, 
1 may fairly conclude here on the Point of ex- 
jernal Evidence, or at leaſt till ſuch Time, as this 
grand Heretical Objection - touching the: Author 
is well remov'd; for if we can be at no Certain- 
ty about the Autbor, we can have no Aſſurance 
from external Evidence, that the Book was com- 

Sd by Inſpiration. I ſay if we have loſt the 
Author, all Evidence of that Kind 1s at an End, 
and we mult have Recourſe to internal Evidence 
only, we are oblig'd to ſee, what Proof the 
_ Goſpel itſelf affords of its own Divinity. 
Indeed this is the ſureſt, if not the only prope! 
Teſt, by which the Word of God can be fairly 
try'd; we mult allow, that there are, or ought 
to be, in the Scriptures, manifeſt Char acters of 
God ſpeaking in them, by which, as by ſo many 
Criterions, to diſtinguiſh them from human Com- 

poſures, and to inform the Bulk of Mankind, who 
are not capable of ſearching into Church. Teſtimo- 


ny, that they came from God: But to my great 


Surpriſe, I do not find the Vindicator hath at- 
tempted to diſcover any Thing of that Nature ; 
nay, he ſeems to deſpair, of being ever able to 
make good our preſent Goſpels, from the Witneſs 
they bear of their own Divinity. For he admits, 
p. 42, that neither their Genuineneſs, nor faithful 
&© Tranſmiſſion, can be ſatisfactorily made out, 
© without human (or external) Teitimony ; ** 
which to be ſure is a great Point given up to 
Infidels, eſpecially when he knows, with A 
to the Goſpel before us, that they pretend to 
Prone. even from its own Internals, that it can 

e no other than a Compoſure merely humao, and 


E. 2 that 


* 
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that too, of ſome very illiterate and unexperi- 


enc'd Writer. „ 

Tis true, the Vindicator hath labour'd to clear 
it of all Objections ariſing from the Tnternals 
thereof, ſo far, as to give it the Appearance of 
a conſiſtent human Compoſure without Error, he 


aims at no more, affecting to diſtinguiſh himſelf 


in this Point from the Biſhop, who conceives it ne- 
ceſſary; „* that the N. T. Books (i. e. the whole 
* of them) ſhould be written under the imme- 


« giate Direction of the Holy Spirit, not mere- 


« ly for the Avoidance of Error, but becauſe 


„ the Things to be deliver'd in them, were a- 


% bove the Reach of natural Reaſon ; whereas 


his Vindicator thinks, he hath enough upon his 


Hands, to vindicate the Book in Diſpute from 
mere Error, he will not undertake to prove it a 


divine Performance, from any peculiar Excel- 
lence to be perceiv'd in it ſuperior to human, 


whether with Regard to Method, Style, Doctrines 
or hiſtorica] Matter contain'd in it; tho* was 
God as ſollicitous after human Praiſe, as our 


Author preſumptuouſly makes him in t another 
Place, we ſhould find him to excell in every 
one of theſe, and challenge the Honour of it. 
We ſee all other God's Works, with which 
we are. every Way gloriouſly encompaſs'd, ma- 
nifeſt themſelves to be of divine Production, 
they want no human Inſtruments to vouch for 


them, and my Lord of London hath particular- 


ly affirm'd $ of all ' the Writings of the N. T. that 
they have the Stamp of divine Authority im- 


preſs'd on them, which however he or his 


Vindicator had done well to ſhew, by laying 
before Infidels, one or more Inſtances of ſuch 


 - Stamp, 
. ® Paſt, Lett. p. 66. + Vindicat. p. 37. { Paſt, 


Lett. p. 7. 
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Stamp, diſcoverable in any Part of the Goſpel 
before us. EA 1 e 
But no, — they refer you altogether to human 
Teſtimon), and that the loweſt and moſt ſuſpected 
of all other, even the Teftimony of Party-Men, 
and Enthuſiaſts; as alſo to Impoſtures, or feign'd 
Pieces under their Names. But if our Heads ot 
the Church, ſhall with our Author once admit, 
that the Word of God, can be no otherwiſe made 
good, and that we muſt rely wholly for Revela- 
tion, on the Judgment and Veracity of Fathers 
and Impoſtures, they ſhould no longer wonder, 
there are ſo many Sceptics and ſnfidels among us; 
for was the Generality of Men but once aware, 
that Revelation ſtood upon no other Foundation, 
we ſhould ſoon find it decline as faſt as ever it at 
firſt gain'd Ground among us. een 
But I will examine now in as few Words as 
poſſible, how well the Vindicator and his Adjuſtants 
have clear'd Matthew's Goſpel of Objections, 
drawn from the Internals thereof. 
It hath been an old Objection. “ that if Mat- 
thew was the Author of the Goſpel we receive 
in his Name, where he is incidentally mentioned 
with others in the third Perſon, he would have 
| * mention'd himſelf with ſome diſtinguiſhing 
Note in the firſt.” „ ei 
No ſays our Author very ſimply, p. 39.“ for 
% Cæſar in his Commentaries does the ſame 
„Thing very often,” tho”, p. 91. he raiſes 
Doubts whether Cæſar was indeed the Author of 
thoſe Commentaries, and ſo deſtroys his own Ar- 
gument. But why does he mention Cæſar's Com- 
mentaries, which were like to ſuffer by the fame i 
Fault, and oppoſe theſe to Majthew's Goſpel? | 
as if the Author of the one, was as requiſit@ro*>1 | 
be perpetuated as the Author of the other. Be. 
fides what was decent and proper in Ceſar, ſpeak- 
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ing of his'own great Actions, was in Malibeto 
treating of another, whom he had to exalt to the. 
Skies upon his own Authority, quite the reverſe. 
But tis enough that eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory ſhews, 
the fatal Effects of this Author's Concealment, 
for from hence hath aroſe, all that Combuſtion. 
among the frft Chriſtians, touching the true Au- 
thor of this Goſpel, and Heretics too were hereby 
embolden'd, to make free with it, in the Manner 
already mention'd without Remorſe, which they 
dar'd not have done to the Work of an boly A- 
Poſtle; ſo that (ſay Infidels) by this Sculking be- 
hind of the Author, we have not only loſt all Cer- 
tainty of bimſelf, but of his Goſpel =” | 
Another Objefion from the Inter nals of this Go- 
ſpel is, That if Matthew had been the Author, 
60 oy would never have denoted himſelt to —— 
4 been a Publican, a Species of Men (among the 
« ſuperſtitious Je for whoſe Sake this Goſpel 
is laid to have been compos'd) of all others the 
© moſt deteſtable; inſomuch that a Book wrote 
„ by any who had ever been under that Charac- 
% ter, would never be Jook'd upon, nor touch'd 
« by them.“ This indeed is an Obyction of that 
Force, that one would think the Vindicator ſhould 
have been afraid to meet it. For can any Thing 
demonſtrate greater Folly and Madneſs, than for 
an Hiſtorian to deſtroy his on Reputation, and 
put an End to that Credit for which he writes? 
But to this the Vindicator (never abaſh'd) anſwers, 
not by excuſing, but greatly aggravating the Vice. 
Says he p. 39. Matthew allo relates, that our 
Lord the great Subject of that Hiſtory freely 
of convers'd and ate with Publicans, and ſhall Mat- 
| « thew conceal his own pat Relation to chem?“ 
e he was inditing a Hiſtory to the 
Jews, theſe Particulars (ſay Heretics)bein Lc no II- 
Juſtration of his Subject, but a great Le ening A 


„ | - 
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x rather, had been much better omitted, both of 
| himſelf, and his Lord too. To which the Vindicator 

will by no Means agree; on the contrary, he ſays, 
<« jt has been thought by ſome judicious Perſons, 
< that the Mention of Matthew the Publicau s'2 
„ good internal Argument that this Goſpel is 

\ «7-0 Su 1 | 
< rightly aſcrib'd to him, for it is obſervable of 
the ſacred Writers, that they are generally the 
< moſt free with the Mention of their own Fail- 
<-mas.” be As 
I — Barnabas (another of our Author's 

ſacred Writers) ſomewhere in his Catholic E- 
piſtle relates, that Chrift*s Diſciples all of them, 
Were once the greatest Sinners in Nature; from which 
our Author ſeems wickedly to infer, they were ſo 
brim-full of their own Iniquities, that they muſt 
needs now and then run over. For if this was 
not the Cafe, I cannot ſee, why Writers of Hi- 
Kory eſpecially, ſhould make fo free with their 
own Failings; 'tis meer Suicide, when Men are 
charg'd privately with Folly, there ſeems to be 
ſome Ingenuity to own it with: Repentance; but 
this can be no Reaſon, why we ſhould blaze it 
abroad, without Wit or Will, to our own De- 
ſtruction. | SOS 
The third Objection the Vindicator pretends to 

anſwer, is of the ſame Nature with the former. 
Heretics (it ſeems) have been diſturb'd, * thar 
% Matthew ſhould give no other Teſtimony of 
& himſelf, than the bad one above related, which 
„they think had been better omitted, and the 
% World acquainted, that he was an ApoſHe ; it 
«© had not been amiſs neither they ſay, if he had 
let us know the Time when he wrote, to whom, 
„ and upon what Motives, and Information of 
Facts; and laſtly, that he was influenc'd by 
de the H. Spirit at the Time of Writing, to make 

his Hiſtory, as it contain'd many extraordina- 
22 | ry 


L 40 
„ ry Incidents, above the Reach of human Rea- 
„ /on, and was the firſt of the Kind, go down the 
© better.“ | | TP | 

This fancy'd Neglect in Maithew as an Hiſto- 
_ Tian, the Vindicator offers to excuſe in this Man- 
ner, Says he, p. 41. The immediate End and 
« Delign of St. Matthew's Goſpel was not the 
« Converſion of Infidels but the Edification of 
« Believers (i. e. of the Fews his own Country- 
«© men): Conſidering therefore the Occaſion of 
* his Writing, his Silence as to the Points in the 
« Objection, is ſo far from being a Defect, that 
cc thoſe Particulars could not have been inſerted, 
without manifeſt Abſurdity; it had been ridi- 
„ culous in the Author, to have told his Coun- 
« trymen, what they perfectly knew before; and 
« then as to us, who live at this Diſtance of 
« Time, thoſe Particulars {ſo far as neceſſary) 
« are ſupply'd by conſtant and uniform Tradi- 
„tion.“ This is the Sum of his Argument, than 
which nothing could be invented more illuſory . 
and a bulive. 


For firſt he ſpeaks of the Jews as a little People, 5 


having all of them, a familiar Knowledge of one 
another. 2dly, It appears not that the Goſpel was 
compos'd for their Sake more particularly, other- 
wiſe than by written Tradition, founded upon 
oral (without Learning) of above 300 Years ſtand- 
ing; neither had eccleſiaſtical Hiſtorians other 
Reaſon to ſay it was wrote for the Yes, than for 
that they imagin'd it to be the only Goſpel! of 
the four, that was wrote in their Language, which 
very Thing too has been ſince controverted. Be- 
ſides the Diſtinction our Author affects to make, 
between the Goſpel in Diſpute, and the other Go- 
ſpels, viz. that it was not ſo ſpecially deſign'd for the 
Converſion of Infidels, is a mere Invention of his 
own, this Gel having nothing in it diſtin& trom 


the 


WET) 


ide Reſt, that can give; the eaſt Ground for / ſueh 
Notion; but to ſpeak tha, ruth, Tradition (was 
it worth Notice) is againſt; our Author in this 
Reſpect, & for that tells us St. Bartholomew choſe 

this very Goſpel to carry with him into Judia, to 
the End ſirely to make uſe, of it there, for the 


Converſion/of Infidels; ſo little, Credit is due ta 
Ecctefraftics, when they argue on the Side of Or- 
thodoxy, if they have but a ſtupid Father to quote, 
they will diſpute againſt common Seaſe, and it they 
have none, they?ll forge, YT es iii WIOEL 7 

As to the fourth Heretical Objection, which 
charges this Goſpel . with Diſlocations, Impro- 
<« prieties, Diſagreements, and Conttadictiqus, 
« which Divines have pointed out in their Com- 
ments on it, and which 'tis imagin'd the Holy 
« Spirit could never be the Author of, and con- 
« ſequently that it is an apocryphal | Goſpel.” 
The Vindicator anſwers and ſays, p. 43. That 
„no Divines, learned or pious; ever pretended 
<« to point out real Contradictions, and Miſagree- 
cc ments; what they have labour'd to rconcile 
<< were but Appearances only; but as to Diſloca- 
« tions, and Improprieties of Speech, theſe (he ad- 
* mits) are allow'd, both by Harmoniſts and 
% Commentators in this Goſpel, but will not have 
« them farher'd on the Holy, Ghojt ; for that tis 
« generally ſuppos'd the Bleſſed Spirit let Me- 
e thod, and Diction, entirely to the Prudence of 
* the ſacred Writers, he only took Care to pre- 
„ ſerve them from all Error.” But why not al- 
ſo from all Appearances of Error, which in Effect 
are real Error? and why were they not inſtruc. 
ed alſo, as to Order of Time, and Propriety of 
Speech, ſo eſſential to good Hiſtory ? neither ef 
which 'tis alledg'd Matthew had the Prudence to 


F obſerve; 


Euſeb. E. F., I. 5. e. 10, Jerogw. Catal. vir. ilar. in. 
Bartholom. ' : 
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| obſerve; what a Shuffle is this, and who appris'® 


him and his Friends I would fain know, of ſuch 
The fifth Objection anſwer'd, relates to the Ge- 
nealogy, in which begging Mr. Twells's Pardon, 
I think him egregiouſly impertinent (that is) full 
of pitiful Shifts and Evafions to no Purpoſe. He 
ſays firſt, p. 46. *Tis impoſſible any orthodox 
„ Perſon ſhould allow the Genealogy of Matthew 
<< to be/utterly irreconcileable to other Parts of 


„Holy Writ, as the Inquirer hath affirm'd;“ 


and yet himſelf (whom 1 dare vouch for, to be 
at the tip top of Orthodoxy, and in Hopes to be 
preferr'd on that Account) himſelf I ſay, a little 
after, p. 48. ſays It has been confeſs'd, and 
cannot be deny*d, but that there are ſome Di/- 
„ agreements between the two Accounts (viz. thoſe 
* of Matthew and the Old Teftament) and a vaſl 
„ Divrefrſity (he calls it) between the Genealogies 
« of Mathew and Luke.” Nay, he owns p. 49. 
that from David downwards, the two Evange- 
<« lifts ſcarce agree in any Names, ſave thoſe of 
« Salathiel and Zorobabel; but is not this giving 


into all the Inquirer can be underſtood to mean, 


when he ſays Matthew's Genealogy is irrecon- 
«« cileable to other Parts of Holy Writ.” *Tis e- 
nough (Heretics imagine) to prove this Genealogy 
ſpurious that it varies from Holy Writ in the Man- 
per he allows, and farther that the Goſpel the firſt 


_ Chriſtians made uſe of, had it not, and that & 


Father Tatian alſo in his Dia Teſſaron left it out. 
The 61h and 9th Objections relating to Pro- 
* phecies quoted by the Author of the Goſpel in 
6. Diſpute, out of the Old Teſtament, and which 
«+ are charg'd to be falſely quoted and miſap- 
« ply'd by him,” have I find given our Author 
no ſmall Trouble to anſwer, and which he hath 


| done 
* Theodoret. Hr. fab. I 1. c. 20. | 
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done in a Manner, chat ſhews him to be very 
little Mafter of that Subject; but this being too 
large a Field of Diſputation to be enter'd upon 
here, and beſides the ſame having been already 
exhauſted, between our preſent learned Biſhop of 
Durham, and the late more rational and ingenu- 
ous Mr. Collins, I chuſe to refer to their Diſ- 
courſes; only cannot but obſerve, with what 
triumphant Malice the Yindicator attacks the In. 
guirer on this Head, as having miſrepreſented 
Ferom's Sentiment upon Matthew's Citation of 
Micah v. 2. in the Margin of his Inquiry, p. 67. 
The whole Matter ty —-Ferom in his Comment 
on Micab ſays, there were thoſe in his Time, 
% who affirm'd, that almoſt all the Teftimonies 
&« cited in the New Teſtament out of the Old, 
<« were in one Reſpect gr other erroneous; -” 
which Sentiment of many in his awn Time, as, Je- 
rom does not there oppoſe, but in & other Parts 
of his Works, ſhews manifeſtly again and again 
that he was himſelf of the ſame Opinion, The 
Inquirer therefoie in a marginal Note only, gives 
it as ſuch, and not as that of his Contemporaries, 
which had been much ſtronger for his Purpoſe, 
and for this the N is ſo unmercifully in- 
ſulting; whereas the Matter itſelf is of no Mo- 
ment, for have we not all, the Old T:Fament-to _ 
compare with the New, as well as Jerom, and 
need we any more than our own Eyes to ſee, 
and be convinc'd, that the Quotations in the New 
Teſtament out of the Old ſcarce ever agree? 
The , 10th Ohjection relates to the Time of Je- 
ſus's Nativity, which Matthew ſuppoſes to have 
happen'd in the Reign of Herod the Great, where- 
as Luke places it in the firſt Year of Cyreniuss 
Government of Syria, which was eleven Years af- 
oy I | - >» Le 
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Vid. inter al. his Letter to Pannachius de optimo Genere 
interpretandi. tone. 2. p. 365. 
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ter Herodes Death. In Anſwer, p. 62, the Vindi- 
cator #dmits, this to bave been indeed a Difficulty 
with th? Learned long ago, but to avoid ſolvi ing, or 


ſaying any Thing to, it himſelf, he pretends In- 


fidels | ve receiv*d” full Satisfaction in it from 
them; which Satisfaction *tis true lies i in this: 
That Div ines, all chronologica! Diyines, ha ve 
given u this Point to Tnfidels, allowing t the Evan- 


geliit (as now read) is guilty of a Men Ana- 
ehroniſmn- 5 

The 7, 8, "Its: and 12th Objedions, 8 
Hirflics make to yhat they deem a wild En- 


** thuſiaſtical Accovnt, which Mathew. gives us 


45 of three Miſe- Men, coming ſomewhefe from 
the Eaſt, and led they know not how, by a 


e neu dur, upon an Errand, as they conceive 


in the Idue of no Importance, w ether true 
44 or falſe, and of the Slaughter,. of they know 
„ bt how many tbouſands of Infanti,- his own 
Subjects by "Kip Herod, all * compris'd 1n 
% his ſecond Speer of which 2 7ſe-Men 
„ Slar, or  Slaughzer of Infants, no Man in 
«this World ear heard, but from the Au- 
„ thor of this Goſpel only”? Theſe, four Hereti- 
val Obje#tions (I lay 92 7 left much in the ſame 
State; and Force, the Vindicator found them in 


the Inquiry, He grants, p. 58; 6 aſtrological No- 
„ tioffs have no Foundation in Nature, or Re- 


< ality, but thinks there is no Abſurdity i in ſuppo- 


„ ſing God ſhould: notify the Birth of an 5 
6 traordinary Perſon (o ibreæe Men only. 

this extraordinary Manner, (he. ſays) 2 
ting the Phenpmencn to be a real Star, the 
« Difficulty would be inſuperable, but ſuppo- 
« ſing it to. be a luminous Body only, which in 


e the Magi's Country ſeemed to be in the ſtarry 
Region, but afterwards moved ſo low, as to 


6 gixcct them in their Way and to point 2 
| the 


C 

4 tlie deſired-Houſe ; this has nothing in it ( he 
% thinks) incredible, or that can diſparage the 
«Hiſtory; i. e. had Matthew put a luminous 


but as he now relates it, the Hiſtory is (in out 
Author's Opinion) diſparag'd, and of no Credit. 
As to the Slaughter of the Infants, the 'Vindicator 
(after others) pretends, p. 64. Matthews Account 
is verify'd by one & Macrobius, a Writer of the 
latter End of the fourth Century; but as Augu/- 
_ tuss Reflection in Macrobius hath no Relation to 
the Slaughter of the Infants, fo is it mal a propos 
to the Fact with Reſpect to Herod's Son, for 
Herod had no Son ſlain among the Infants, ner 
could have, being himſelf too old. And beſides 
*tis an unanſwerable Objection (as Mr. Collins ob- 
ſerves) to the Authority of this Macrobius, that 
what he ſays: 400 Years after the Fact, occurs 
in no Author before him, from whom he could 
take it, and from whence 'tis conjectur'd that he 
pick'd it up at Theodoſins's Court. 
After this the Vindicator lays together another 
Species of heretical Objeftions tending to prove, 
that Matthew (the Apoſtle) was not qualify*d to 
compile a faithful Hiſtory of Chris Life and 
Actions, which Objections he proceeds to examine; 
but omits the chief Part of the firſt Obje ion, 
which is, That Matthew being (as confeſs'd) 
% a poor ſimple, illiterate Man, cannot be ſup- 
, pos'd in any Degree capable to write Hiſto- 
« ry, eſpecially a Hiffory, which requir'd 
* the utmoſt Accuracy and Attention, as being 
« of the utmoſt Conſequence to the Whats 


„This Author in a Chapter of the ingenious Sayings of 
the Emperor Auguſtus, tells us that, when Auguſtus heard He 
ros Son was kilfd among the Infants under two Years old, 
2s it was better to be Herod's Hog than his Sog. Saturnal. 
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But to this he thinks he. has already anſwer'd, 
p. 44. in taking Part there, with that moſt unac- 
countable Notion of St. Paul, in 1 Cor. anew. 
28. ſo deſervedly exploded in the Inquiry, in De- 
fence of which our Author thus argues; ſays he, 


which Way could God manifeſt his Willom 


60 and Power, in reforming the Wiſe more emi- 
nently, than by the Uſe: of ſuch Inſtruments 
— as wefe naturally leaſt fit for the Purpoſe““ 
What 4 notable. Compliment | aur Author pays 
here. to Jeſus and his Apoſtles. But 1 would ask, 
Does it not ſnew the higheſt Wiſdom. in all Ope- 
rations, to adapt the Fa teſt, Means to the End, 
and is not God * way ſuppoſed fo to act? No,— 
for ſays the Vindicator, ibid. had fuch. a (bleſſed) 
297 (as Chtiſtianity hath produced) been 
carried on by able 'Hands, tbe Praiſe of it had re- 
dounded to, the Reformers aerger ſo that God 
had been deprived 0 
Alas for theſe Men! what } poor Conceptions 
have they of infinite Being, to 5 him thus 
gaping, and ſollicitous after human Commenda- 
tion; let us no longer wonder at their other He- 
reſies, when they err ſo egtegiouſly in the greaf 
Fundamental of all, even in the Belief of him, 


upon our right Conceptions of whom, all Reli- 


gion is immediately and invariably founded; 
theſe Men we conſider as in worſe State than A- 
theiſts themſelyes, for 'iis infinitely more Hoc king to 
Reaſon (as # Mr. Bayle obſerves) 10 ſay there 15.4 
Gad ſubjet o Failings, and Frailties, than 70 0% 
zbere i 1 u God at all. 

As to the Remainder of the Objeftion ſtared 
bythe Vindicator, which regards © Matthew's com- 
« 1ng ſo late to the Apoſlolate, that great Part of 
+ what, he wrote concerning Jeſus, muſt needs 
* have OY trom the Report of others“ 
T his 
. Traft on a Comer, ſect. 123. 5 


E 

This was never meant by the Inquirer as an ON 
jeckion, but as an Anſwer to, or mere Denial ru 
ther of, what the Biſbop had raſnly aſſerted 3 * 
that Jeſus's Diſciples recorded nothing of him 
c but what they had heard from his own Mouth, 
land ſaw with their own Eyes, they” delivered 
nothing upon the Report of Others,” the con- 
trary of which is made evidently true, from Mat- 
thew's own ſhewing, as the — p. 15. 


found himſelf under the Neceſſity of nt- 


ing. To paſs therefore to the other - Infidel 
Objection, which is, That Matthew wrote fo 
„very late in Time, viz. not till 64 or 65 
« Years after the Nativity, or above 30 Years after 
& the Crucifixion, during all which Time it was 
«+, impoſſible in the Nature of the Thing, he 
„ ſhould retain in his Memory ſuch a Number 
of Facts, Sermons, Doctrines, Promiſes, Pro- 


e pheſies, and curſory Sayings, as were done 


76 N ſaid by Jeſus during his ar no without 
great Omiſſion. ?? 

T0 this the Vindicator, p. 68. anſwers, and ſub⸗ 
mits, That 'tis probable indeed S?." Matthew's 
<- Goſpel was not written, till Anno 61 or 62,“ but 
then he will have Infidels to know, That Mat- 
<« thew, beſides his bare Memory, had alſo the 
<< Aſſiſtance of the Holy Ghoſt.** When Men 
in Defect of Argument fly to Miracles and 
Myſtery, tis high Time always to give over De- 
bate. But let us ſee what hath been ſaid to this 
Pretence of our Author. Many think the Pro- 
miſe of. divine Aſſiſtance, had Relation only, to 
the Afoſtles preaching the Word of God, and not 
to their inditing Feſus's Life and Action, for 


which no ſuch Aſſiſtance was either t promiſed, or 


neceſſary ; for what Need is there, that a Man 


ſhould be inſpired, for ſetting down hn Mat- 


vu 


* Paſt.Lett. p. 10. n Join: xiv. 26 
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ters of Fact, of which himſelf was an Eye-Wit- 
neſs, Beſides, all God's Promiſes are conditional, 
and ever imply the doing our Parts towards their 
Performance, but which the Apoſtles were fo far 
from complying with, that ten out of twelve, we 
find, have given us no Memoirs of Jeſus at all, 
and the two that did, we are told alſo, had no In- 
clination but were actually * compelled, by ſome 
Sort of Neceſſity ſo to do, in Compliance to the 
Commands or Requeſts of others, and not to 
any. Motion of the Holy Ghoſt ; tho? (Infidels 
Object) they had kept him waiting from ficſt to 
laſt, i. e. from his qualifying them with Tongues; | 
to the compoſing their reſpective Goſpels, the One 
at leaſt thirty Years, and the other almoſt the 
Age of Man, Therefore (ſay they) to imagine 
the Holy Ghoſt waited upon theſe Men's Motions 
ſo long, in order to inſpire them inſtantaneouſly; 
whenever they ſhould be in Humour to write, 
and further alſo to afliſt thoſe Memories, which, 
but for the Apoſtles own Neglect, had been ſuf- 
| ficient of themſelves, is to imagine ſuch an arbi- 
trary Fondneſs, and Partiality in the Deity, as would 
be contemptible in an ordinary Man. But as our 
Author ſcorns to ſnrowd himſelf under a Cloud, 
let us hear what he ſays further... ks 
He ſays, it was Matthew's daily Work (even 
„ from Chris Aſcenſion to the Publication of 
his Goſpel) to preach and declare the Particu- 
lars of his Hiſtory, which (I obſerve) is but 
mere. gratis Didtum of our Author, Matthew no 
where intimating that he preached at all. But J 
appeal to Naturalifts in the Caſe before us, if 'tis 
poſſible for the Mind of Man, to lay up firſt ſo 
; 1 4 Py ne” F many 


4 | f J # FW n 
V Euſeb. E. H. I. 3. c. 24. for fo the Greet onght to be 
rendered, Neceſſ tate puadam ad Scribondu m impullys (ſuys Vale- 
us) vid. Jerom. præfat. Com. in Matth. & Catal. Vir. illuſtr. 
in Joann. 77 be x 


L 4 I 
many. Ideas of all Kinds; as the many Particulars: 
mentioned in the Objection imply, — then to re- 
tain thoſe ſame Ideas afterwards,” for above thirty 
Years together, without Loſs, even tho we ſhould 
ſuppoſe -ſuch Diligence uſed, as that ſome or 


other of thoſe Ideas were induftriouſly revived (in 


the Memory every Day, which is vain to thinks 


but I ſay even in that Caſe, there would:neceſ-: 


ſarily ariſe, a very great Variation in taking 
down Facts, and Diſcourſes, after ſuch a Length 
of Time. This we experience daily, in thoſe 
who are accuſtomed to tell old Stories, we find 
they ſcarce ever repeat them without ſome Diffe- 
rences in the Relation, and wo Times, in mas. 
terial Circumſtances. | 
And that this was indeed the; Caſe of the Diane) 
geliſts is moſt evident, from the many Omiſſions 
and. Inconſiſtences (to ſay no worſe) that are: 
found among them, in relating the ſame Facts; 
and a very great Defect muſt-likewiſe be con- 
feſſed to be, An the Abridgment we now have ob 
Feſus's Life, if * ſo many other Things might. haue 
been written of him, as 2s thier gee Warid itelf could | 
not have contained the Boot. 
But I would obſerve . that our A 
is fo little aſhamed of attributing to the Apoſtles 
ſuch a ſupernatural. Strength of Memory, as 
hath been already mentioned, that he enlargeth 
the fame Capacity in Heathent much farther, for 


he does not doubt, p. 70. but that many of | 


+ theſe were living, who could have detected 
even St. Jobn, it his Goſpel had contained any 
« Falſhoods,” tho' in Relation to innumera ble 


Particulars done and ſaid (the lateſt of them) 64 


Tears before, in which Space all Judæa and the 
Countries round about were laid waſte, and the 
Zo diſpers'd; and all this our Author does not 
enn to nen on the Sake of — bow 


* a” 


on * Joh XX1. 25, 
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the Biſbop, who inſiſts upon the ſame Impoſſibi- 
lity, and upon which he in great Meaſute in indeed 
moſt unhappily founds, the Truth and Authority | 
of the Goſpel) Hiſtory, even upon the Knowledge 
Heathens are ſuppoſed to have had of it, at its firſt 
* forth, and their Silence nevertheleſs with 
Reſpect to it. His Lordſhip and his Vindicator 
makes this Silence, with Reſpett co the Hiftory of 
a:Perfong who, as the Goſpels reſtity, lay conceal- 
ed, and was known to few, and who was dead at 
leaſt thirty Years, before any Hiftory of him 
appeared, a Prbef nevertheleſs of the Truth of 
ſuch Hiſtory. At the ſame Time, that the Vin- 
dicator, p. 63, 64. will not admit, the ſame Si- 
lence in Relation to the Slaughter ef the Liſants 
(a Fact fo nototious, that if committed, the 
World muſt have rung of it) to be good Argu- 
ment againſt ſuch Fact. But is not this to contend 
for Vittory, not Truth; und to make. Infidels, rather 
than refute them? As indeed the maniteft Inſin- 
cerity ot the Clergys in all their religious Diſ- 
Kean, will always have that Effect. 

The next and laſt' Objectian of this Species, 
(and under which I ſhall include all Heretics urge, 
againſt the faithful Franſmiſſion of ' Matthew's 
Goſpel) is this, viz. “ That the Original was 


WM 9 dy the firſt Converts, or in other 


« Words, by the Nazarines and Ebionites.®* 
This is fo known 4 Fact in Hiſtory, that till 
Law the Objection laid down to be controvert- 
ed, I could not believe it. Indeed the Vindica- 
tor inclines to admit, the Goſpel! may have receiv- 
ed Alterations, but not by the /t Converis; 
he ſays, p. 73. Ecyleſiaſtical Writers do not 
„impute its Alterations to the firſt Converts, 
but to. their Succeſſors.“ Whereas:thoſe Wri- 
ders make no ſuch Diſtinction, only report. that 
it was altered, or adulterated by the Nazarenes 
and Ebionites. But there's the Queſtion (ſays 
«6 our 


0 Fic] | 
55 our Author, a little after, = 78. NM pbebep de 
<4: Naxareniiwere indebdthes firſt Converts? and 
would ſend us to a little Doctor for Information. 
But Lwould ask our Author, if the ſinſt Con- 
_ verts (among the Jews). did not bear the Name: 
of Nazanrens, what other more proper Name he 
thinks they bore? and if he can give us none 
more proper, whether it is __ * diy 2 
at leafty that they might go b ame, a 
being the Diſciples: of Jeſirs by, C 'tis 
certain ve find & Paul accuſed on that Actount ; 
by the ſame Name (that is) as being a7 %;Ringe: | 
hr of: the Set of tbe Nazarents, which Paul | 
took to himſelf without Denial; ſuch a Chriſtian 
Sell therefore there certainly was, in the Apoſto- 
lic Age, tho? our Author after his uſual Conſi⸗ 
dence is pleaſed to aſſert, p. 33: that in the firſk 
Age no fuch Name (or Sef) probably ſubſiſtad, be > 
P. 78, 79. that almoſt four. entire Centuriet paſſed 
witbout the leaſt Mention f any ſuch Cbriſtian Seti 
as tvat' of the Nazarenes. I am aſhamed here, 
for the groſs Ignorance: this Mam betrays not on- 
Scripture, but of all Antiquity; -+ for un- 
r this Name it was, the antient Jews thrice 
every Day, ſolemnly anathematized in their Syna- 
gogues, their Countrymen who were Chriſtians, 
which Namè no doubt deſcended to them by 
Tradition; they had it from the Beginning, as 
we alſo learn from Epiphanius (ſays he) all 
Chriſtians were at fir # called Nazarenes, they and 
the Cerinthians began at the ſame Time; tothe ſame 
Purpoſe Euſabius ſpeaking of the Ebionites (ano 
ther Name of the Nazarenes) & ſays he, at the 
| fame Time with them we learn there was one Ce- 
rinthus, &c. which Cerinthus Was. contemporary 


with 2 Apoſtles, | 
= Now 


» Acts xxiv. c. 1 '+ Epiph. Her. 29.. n. 9. Jerom. 
Com. in Iſalah, <4 = || Her. 29. n. 1.4 6. E. H. 
L 3. c. 27. | | 
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No that the Nazarenes and Ebionites were two 
Denominations only of the fame Chriſtians, is 
evident by their uſing the ſame Goſpel, and ha- 
ving the ſame + Tenets, or with very little Va- 
riation; the Nameiof :Nazarenes they took orig i- 
nally from their Maſter, of whom it was fore- 
told be ſhould be ＋ called a Nazarene, the Name 
of Ebionites (1, e. Hebrew, poor Men) and ſome- 
times that of Mineans (i. e. Hebrew, Heretics) 
theſe were given them by their Enemies; and. 
tho” Epiphanius and Ferom were probably the firſt 
who treat:of them under the former Name; yet 
they treat of them, as being deſcended from the 
primitive Chriſtians of Feruſalem, and I have made 
1 plain even from Scripture, that the Name ſub- 
ſiſted even from the Beginning: Irenæus and Eu- 
Jabius, treating of the whole Body of Jewiſb Chri- 
iuns, call them » Ebionites, and Origen who fo- 
journ'd himſelf ſome Time in Paleſtine ſays, & That 
all Jeros whg believ'd Jeſus to be Cbriſt were calld 
Ebionites. A good deal more might be ſaid on 
this Head, but thus far may ſuffice, to ſatisfy the 
ingenuous Reader, that the Nazarenes and Ebi- 
onites, or Mineans were the ſame firſt Chrifians, 
the very Converts of Jeſus himſelf: and his A- 
poſt les, which I had to prove; and then as to an- 
other Point in Queſtion, mention*d often and 
2 Mn 1 203 mot 31 1:1, 43%, ; liiputed, 


f N | 


Dis imagin'd there was this Difference in Opinion be- 
tween them: The Ebionites believ'd you was the Son of Jo- 
Jeph and Mary by Nature, hut by Adoption or Exaltation the 
Cen of Goa. Whereas the Natarenes ſaid he was the Son of 
Ceed by his miraculous Conception. This, is the pretended 
Difference not certainly known, vid, Epiphan. Hær. 29. 
n. 7. & 30. n. 1. 2. But becauſe both Næzærenes and Ebionites 
agreed. in thoſe two main Principles, iſt, that Iœſus was a 
Man only, and 2dly, that the Law of Maßes ought to be ab 
ſeryid by all Jeie Chriftians, together with the Goſpe!, 
therefore they have been confider'd as one Set. Anonym. 
. Matth. ii. 23. ,- -$ Lib.z. contra Celſum ſub init. & 
\ Fhilocal, p. 17. Edit. Cant. 1568. ; 4 | 
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diſputed, p. 78.— 81. by the Vi ndicator, „ ye 
« ther they were ever in Poſſeſſion of St. Mat- 
<« thew's Autography.“ Of this one would think 
there ſhould be no Doubt, with thoſe who are 
Worſhippers of written Tradition; which fays, 
it was compos d by the Apoſtle at their Requeſt, ' 
and this juſt before he ſet out from Jeruſalem,” 
to preach the. Goſpel to the Gentiles 3 * He wrote” 
it, ſays Father Euſebius, in his own Country Lan- 
_ guage, and to ſupply to thoſe he left behind the Want 
of his Preſence, therefore they - muſt neceffarily_. 
have had it in Poſſeſſion, and one would think 
they made Uſe woke it too, if our Author had not 
conteſted it. | ler 
But he ſays, p. 79. 45 that Epipbanius and TINA" 
s are the firſt eccleſiaſtical Writers that ſpeak of 
the Nazarenes (and Ebionites) uſing the authen- 
« tic Hebrew of Matthew ; but whoſe Accounts 
<«<-we are not haſtily to give into, becauſe thoſe 
Sects themſelves aſſign'd no ſuch Title to their 
©: own Goſpels ; ?” which he afferts confidently of 
his own Head, againſt common Senſe, and in the 
Teeth of Epiphanius and ＋ Ferom, who had it 
from thoſe Cbriſtians themſelves. | 
But mind pray, how ſoon the Vindicator con- 
tradidts himſelf ; he ſays, Epiphanius and Fer: m 
are the firſt Writers, that give the Account above 
mention'd, and yet could not for his Life con- 
ceal, p. ibid. that Trenzus, 'who'liy'd 200 Years 
before them, gives the ſame Account (to wit) 
$ that the Ebionites made Uſe of Matthew's Goſpel 
; only, and which our Author forgetting himſelf 
admits to have been the pure and uninterpolated 
3 Goſpel of that Name; but then he fancies, © they 
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. 6c bud another (alſo) with the Title of the Goſpel 
: « ** according to the Hebrews, 'or Fwelve Apoſtles || 
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cc the ſame, which. Epiphanins and Zerom:(tiy Mi- 
« ſtake); reported to be the authentic Hebrew: of 
« Matthew, p. 8. Oar Author, who 'never- 
regards Fathers but, when they ferve for his on 
Turn, pretends, hers. to oppoſe his o] Authos/ 
rity to thoſe two Fathers, in a particular Matter, 
of which himſelf is intirely ignorant, and with 
acquainted. But I would obſer re. 
First, That the Vindicator no where finds the 
Jewiſh Chriſtians ever made Uſeuf two Goſpels, ot 
that they had any other Goſpel than that of Mat- 
r. No e imo 3 003 1 to SH] ben nn 
2q4dly, Does antient Hiſtory any where expreſſy 
inſorm him, that the Ge according lo the He- 
brews, was an abſolately i diſtinct Goſpel from that 
af Matthew's, Authanticum, ſo that he is wrong 
in both. After, this! the Vinditator bath; all Man- 
ner of Turns and Shifts to avoid the Charge of 
Aldulleration. He ſays the Principles upon 
& which any one of the Fathers charge the Na- 
& zqrenes and Ebioniles with corrupting the origi- 
+ nal Hebrew of Maithew, ſuppoſe the Greek of 
* that Goſpel (hieb themſelves were in Poſſeſ- 
hon of) to be a faithful Tranſmiſſion, p. 77. 


# 4 
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To 
n 
8 + Epiphanius was born and bred in Paleſtine, 


dF rom travell'd purpoſely thither to be inform'd of the 
State of the Natareme Churches and their Scriptures, in the 
might- of whom he abode many Years} and had their Goſpel 
to tranſlate ; ſo that theſe two Fathers muſt neceſſarily have 
beck acquainted with theſe People and their. Goſpel, which they 
. far from ſaying was diſtinct from that Matthew wrote, 
t they both aſſert it to have been his very Goſpel moſt en- 
tire, and conſequently that he Goſpel, then and now uſed by 
the Church was either ſuppoſititious or corrupt. Add to this, 
that had the Goſpel to the Hebrews, been a diftint Apocry- 
mal Goſpel, we ſhould have found it in Pope Celaſius's De- 
Tgec. „ e A f 
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To which it is atiſwer'd, that che Filhers ond 
not only have 1 2 but they ſhould have” 
given' the World ſome Satisfacktö, in a Point 
of ſo great Conſequence, upon hst 'Grodritl 
_ they ſuppobd it; we have juſt now ſech what: 

phanius and Ferom fuppos'd, and the V indicators 
Reaſons as co the reſt are good fur wothi He 
would inſinuate, p. 78. As if the Fathers 
<« pos d their -own' Goſpel a faithful Tranſcript; 7 
<< x{t, becauſe it tad een Jon ro and read 
„in their Churches, and '5Uly; becauſe of its 
„ Diſagreement with the Hebrem Copies of the 
_ «. Nazarenes and Ebionites; which Reaſons ate” 
the moſt inconcluſive chat could be invented, as 
they certainly are by our Author. For- -firtt this 
GoſpePs being read in the Chriſtian Aſſemblies, 
could be no Proof in the firſt Ages of its Authenti- 
city; becauſe many other ſpurious Goſpels were at 
the ſame Time read with it, and that without the 
leaſt poſſible Mark of Diſtinction, the Canon net 
being yet ſettled; and 2dly, its known Diſagree- 
ment with the Hebrew Copies ot the Nazarenes and 
Ebionites, ho had this Goſpel once pure and un- 
iuterpoluted. is che ſtrongeſt Reaſon poſſible to be 
aſſign'd, why thoſe Falbers ſhould have ſuf] &ed 
their own Goſpel to have been adukterated, now- 
ing from whence it came. 5: 

For 'who ſhould have the pure Goſpel of Mat 
thew, if the Fewiſh Chriftians, whoſe the Auto- 

graphy was, had it not; the Gentile Churches 
never had any other than the Greek Goſpel, not 
one of the Fathers ever pretending fo much, as 
to have ſeen Matthew's Hebrew, either Original or 
Copy before Ferom; how then ſhould they come 
to know, they had a true Verſion? Whatever 
Verſion- or Copy they had, it muſt have come 
chro' the Nazarenes Hands, and can any Thing 
appear more diſhoneſt, chan for the Fathers to 

charge 


„„ 
charge thoſe Cbriſtians, to whom they were 
obliged for what ever Copies they had, with ma- 


king Uſe of corrupt Copies, and boaſt that them- 


ſelves only had the true Ones? Tho? this indeed 
is but of a Piece with their other Practices. 

Again, whatever Principles the Fathers went 
by, to judge of the faithful Tranſmiſſion of their 
own Goſpel, they were very likely (ſay Heretics) 
to be falſe; ſince to judge at all of the faithful 
Tranſmiſſion of any Books, it is requiſite we 
ſhould know ſomewhat of the Hiſtory, - and Cir-- 
cumſtances of their Tranſmiſſion ; concerning 
which, with reſpe& to the Goſpel in Debate, 'tis 
certain the Fathers were entirely in the Dark. _ 
Should we therefore ſuppoſe this Goſpel to have 
been corrupted (as is ſaid) by the Nazarenes and 
Ebionites, how weak is it to imagine, they ſhould; 
firſt of all, even before they attempted to corrupt 
it, tranſmit a Copy or Verſion to the Gentiles, 
their avow'd Enemies; were the Fews ever known! 
to be ſo communicative of their Scriptures? 

But the Vindicator aſſigns a Reaſon, why it was 
not ſo proper for them to be ſo over haſty in the 
preſent Caſe ;. This Goſpel according to him, 
4 p. 41. being immediately deſign'd for the Edi- 
« fication of believing Jeus, and not for the 
« Converſion of the Gentiles,” to what Pur-: 
poſe then ſhould they diſpatch it away to the 
Gentiles, who were in a State of Infidelity ? But 
if they delay'd the Tranſmiſſion for ſome few 
Tears (that is) *cill after the Gentiles were in ſome 
Numbers converted, poſſibly in the intermediate, 
Space, it might receive thoſe Alterations, of 
which eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory informs us; conſe- 
quently what Heretics urge, that *cis highly im- 
probable, the Gentiles ſhould ever have come at 
the pure Text of Matthew from the Jews, ſeems 
to be but too well grounded, 


* 
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The Matter ſeems to be olaibly this,—The Ec- 
cleſiaſtics in the 3d or 4th Century comin | 
know, that their Goſpel differ*d very much, See 
that of the Fewiſh Chriſtians, they (ag our Author, 
p-. 78. obſerves) *©judg'd from the Diſagreements 
between the two Goſpels only, without farther 
4 Grounds, ** that theſe laſt had adulterated their 
Goſpel, and that their own was pure ; but how 
partial thoſe Grounds are, hath been ſufficiently 
expos'd. 

Upon the whole Heretics argue, either that 
Matthew's Goſpel was corrupted by the Jewiſh 
Chriſtians, or it was not ; if it was, nothing can 
be more vain than the Imagination, that thoſe 
Chriſtians ſhould haſten away a true Verſion, or 
Tranſcript to the Gentiles, who ſought it not, e- 
ven before they had ſo corrupted it; which is the 
only Principle on which the Fathers founded the 
Verity of their own Goſpel :-— But if on the other 
band, it fhall be inſiſted on, agreeably to what 
Epiphanius and Ferom both relate, who knew this 
Matter better than any other, that thoſe Chriſtians 
 preſerv'd the Goſpel of Matthew even 10 the 51h Cen- 
tury moſt entire; then, ſay Heretics, tis manifeſt 
from remaining Fragments, that we have got at 
preſent either a diſtinct Goſpel, or elſe one very 
different, ſince they are ſcarce found to agree 
in any Particulars, 

And *tis next to a Miracle (continue they) it 
what is laſt mention'd, viz. that we have got an 
abſolutely diſtinct Goſpel, is not really the Caſe; 
conlidering the many forg'd Greek Goſpels that 
appear'd early in the 2d Age, under the Names 
of the + Holy Apoſtles, = how 1 it was * 

the 


* There were extant in the firſt Ages one or more Goſpels, 
under the Names of every Apoſtle ſingly, and of all the Apoltles 
Jointly ; 3 as, v. g. another Goſpel under the Name of Mat. hero 


(diſtinct 
| 
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the Gentile Fathers, to be impos'd on by one of 
| theſe, taking upon itſelf the Name of Matthew, 
and pretending to be a Tranſlation from his He- 


brew', wich they, ignorant as they were of the 
Hebrew Tongue, might too eaſily give ear to, and 


be deceiv'd ; and this the rather, as it does not 


appear, they ever ſent after the Original to com- 
pare the pretended Tranſlation with, or that they 
made any Inquiry after the Tranſlator, or took 
any one Step (for none appears in Hiſtory) to ſa- 
tisty themſelves and ſucceeding Chriſtians, of the 
Truth and Authority of ſuch pretended Tranſlati- 
on, tho' from the mixt Syro-Chaldaic Language, 


| known to few, and which requir'd the utmoſt Skill 


and Fidelity in the Perſon of the Tranſlator to ac- 
compliſh) yet under all theſe Diſadvantages, and 
total Want of Evidence, and having nothing to 
befriend it but flying Report, with the Ignorance. 
and Superſtition of Eccleſiaſtics, did this Goſpel 
thrive; and in Proceſs of Time, make its Way 


into the Chriſtian Canon, and take up the moſt 
honourable Placa in it, and there it remained quiet, 


under the Reputation of being a Divine Tranſlation 


from St. Matthew's Hebrew, till about 200 Years 


paſt, when that excellent Critic D. Eraſmus, firſt 
dar'd to unfold the Truth, and to demonſtrate, 
that our preſent Goſpel is not a Tranſlation, but 
a Tranſcript, deriv'd not from an Hebrew but a 
Greek Original; and ſince Eraſmus many of our 
greateſt Critics have been of the ſame Opt- 


nion. 


Now 


(diſtinct from that wrote by himſelf in Hebrew.) Another Gol- 
pel of Jon. The Goſpel of Peter, of Matthias, of ' Thomas, 


= fl Bartholomew, of Philip, of Fude, of Barnabas, of Andrew, 


of Fames, of Paul, of Judas Ifeariot, of the 12 Apoſtles. Vid. 
Catal. in Teland's Amynt. Me's Defence againſt Toland ; and 
Jones's Meth. of Sett. the Can. part i. ch. 3. and the Authori- 
dies there cited. X V 


. 
' Now as nothing could expoſe more effectually 
the Ignorance or Knavery of the Greek Fathers, 
who ſhould be ſo groſly deceiv'd, or deceive o- 


thers, than this Diſcovery ; ſo in any other Caſe - 


but that of Religion, where Men's Prejudices are 


for the moſt part invincible, a Diſcovery of this 


Nature (ſay Infidels) would preſently determine 
us, againſt all Authority of any ſuch Book; we 
ſhould preſently conclude, that' as the pretended 
Author is on all Hands confeſs'd to have been a 
poor, mean, ſimple, and illiterate Hebrew ; that 


ſuch Perſon (I ſay) if he was capable of writing 
at all, muſt do it (as all Antiquity indeed agrees 


he did) in his vernacular Tongue, - eſpecially When 


he wrote to his own Countrymen, as mean and 
illiterate as himſelf ; but now as this Goſpel is 
found to be of Greek Original, we ſhould no 
longer believe it of ſuch Author's Compoſure, 


who if inſpir'd would have been taught better, 


than to write in Greek to illiterate Hebrews, and 
who if not inſpir'd, could not compoſe in that 
learned Language. | 


But the Vindicator not a whit mov'd with ſuch 
Infidel Reflections, tho* very deſerving his At- 
tention, but bearing upon the deep-rooted Pre- 


judices of vulgar Believers, has the Aſſurance 


to aſſert, p. 81. That ſuppoſing our preſent 


«© Goſpel to be a Verſion from Matthew's origi- 


« nal Hebrew, yet as that Hebrew (he affirms) 
« was always pure, it matters not by whom the 
&* Greek Verſion was made, nor how, nor by whom, 
c jt was authenticated:** (Was there ever any Thin 
heard like this?) He goes on, — “ The Church 
« of Chriſt. : whoſe Concern it was, fo ſee that 
« Work faithfully done, appears to have been 
e thoroughly ſatisfy'd, and neither Heretics,) nor 
e Gentile Unbelievers, have objected againſt the 


0 Fidelity of the Tranſlation, nor its juſt and us 


| 
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4% niverſal Reception.“ — Unbelievers would be 
glad to know, where this Church of Cbriſt, that 
concern'd itſelf ſo early with the Tranſlation of 
Maithew*s Hebrew exiſted, and how it comes to 
paſs, we have no Tradition from her, touching 
the Tranſlator, or that the Tranſlation wag ever 
examin'd by the Original. 5 
Again, ſuppoſing our Goſpel ſhould be found 
to be no Tranſlation, but a Copy, yet in that Caſe 
our Author is not daunted, he would ,have us 
nevertheleſs acquieſce in it, as the very Authen- 
ticum of Matthew, upon the Account of its 
great Antiquity ; for he ſays, p. 82. we have 
* Reaſon to think, that Maithew's preſent Greek 
& Goſpel, be it Original, or be it a Verſion, was 
& receiv'd both in the Eaftern and Weſtern Church 
& 25 (he calls them) even before the Deſtruction 
&« of Jeruſalem, which you muſt know happen'd 
Anno. 70, and which according to our Author, 
p. 68. was eight Years, but according to others, 
not above five Years after this Goſpel is ſuppos'd 
to have been publiſh'd, when the Troubles in Ju- 
dæa were actually begun, during which ſhort Space 
only, and when the Eaſtern World breath'd no- 
thing but War, and was all in a Flame, this Man 
is not aſham'd to maintain, that not only the Eaſt- 
ern, but the Weſtern Churches alſo, were planted and 


e .ſtabliſh'd, in their Reception and Belief of this 


| Goſpel; and from which preſum'd early Reception 
only he argues, that whether it be a Verſion, or 
whether it be a Copy, and tho' we have not 
the preciſe Hiſtory and Circumſtances of its 
% Verification, yet we ought to admit the Faith- 
fulneſiof the Act; (that is) we ought to admit 
its Faithfulneſs, tho* we know nothing at all in 
Relation to it, and take our Author's Word for 


its Antiquity. 
Whereas 


Whereas Antiquity cannot alter the Nature of 
Things, it can never make that true, which was 
once falſe. There is nothing more deceitful than 
the Plea of Antiquity or old Tradition, for the 
Proof of either Doctrines or Facts; beſides our 
Author's Tradition comes not to us uninterrupted, 


as he would have us believe, Healbens, as well 


as Heretics, having broke in upon, and rejected it. 
For notwithſtanding the Biſbop's and our Au- 
thor's boaſted Confeſſions of Por phyry and Celſus 
Emperor Julian, ſome of whoſe Works till re- 
main, tis too plain, they never admitted the 
Fas in any of our Goſpels farther, than to make 


whoſe Writings are all deſtroyed, and of the 


them the Subject of their Kidicule, and the Ef- 
fect of a blind Superſtition; and the vulgar 


Chriſtians they conſidered as a ſimple and delu- 
ded People; and as to Heretics (if the Hebrew 


Chriſtians were ſuch) they, muſt needs have re- 


jected, the Gentile Goſpel of Matthew as ſpurious, 
becauſe it varied infinitely from their own'; and 
to theſe other Parties of Gentile Chriſtians ad- 
hered, in their common Cenſure of this, amopg 


As to the Emperor Julian in particular, he was a Perſon 
of a noble and moſt-exalted Genius. When Young, he was edu- 
cated in the Chriſtian Religion, but when he came to be of 
Years, he not only renounced but expoſed it, as the moſt deteſta- 


ble Cheat and Impoſition upon Mankind. His Words in a Frag- 


ment preſerved by Cyril (I. 2. p. 39. Edit. Petav.) are theſe, 
viz. I judge it worth my While to declare to all Mortals, the 
Cauſes which induce me to believe, that the Seft of the Galilz- 
ans, is a humane Contrivance, maliciouſly formed, having no- 
thing in it Divine, but addicted to Fables; and impoſing. on the 


childiſh and fooliſh Part of the Mind, bas had Recourſe to pro- 


digious Stories for a Proof of its Truth. What could the En- 

_ ſay more? and yet the Biſpop ventures to aſſure his whole 
+ Dioceſe in Print, that Fulian never affirmed there was no Foun- 
dation for the Truth of the Goſpel Hiftory. dre Lett. 
17. | 


* 
. 


Aa 


Err 


e 2 — — — - 


| L 62] 
other Goſpels ; the & Manic bees more particularly, 
as we all know. But as Clergymen are bold enough 
at all Times, to aſſert any Thing before Laics, ſo 
Laics to be even with them, muſt believe accordingly. 
Had not the Vindicator and his Friends pre- 
ſum'd very much, upon the Ignorance of their 
Readers, they would never. have dared to affirm, 
that the Greek Goſpel of Matthew was received, 
both in the Eaſtern and Weſtern Churches before 
the Deſtruction of Jeruſalem (that is) near ſixty 
Tears before any of the Goſpels came to light, 
according to the learned Dodwell, or were col- 
| lected, ſo as to be diſtinguiſhed from ſpurious 
Pieces, according to + Dr. Mill. | 


9 


Tis allowed John's Goſpel was not publiſhed 
till the Year 97, i. e. near thirty Years after the 
Exciſion of Feruſalem; and (tis evident Luke's 
Goſpel, was not wrote, *till after the d Commence- 
ment of the ſecond Age, famous for Forgeries, 
when thoſe many Apocrypbal Goſpels. were abroad, 
of | : | 2 * , 4 WE © bx | ro 


; 


© ® Theſe Manichees were à great Body of Chri/tians in the 
third Century, who (as Father Simon obſerves) ſacrificed all to 
their Reaſon, and nothing to Authority; they rejected all our 
prefent Goſpels as ſpurious, which our 12 (ſays Fauſtus) have 
often proved, as nei ther written by our Lord, or his Apoſtles, but 
many Things after their Deceaſe were picked up from Stories, and 
Aying Reports, by I know not what Sett of half Jews, ill agree- 
ing among themſelver, &c. Augult. cont. Fauſt, 1. 33. c. 3. 

.- + Diſlert. i. in Iren. 1. 38, 39. þ Prolegom. p. 23. 
We have no Tradition when Luke's Goſpel was wrote. 
The Church ſuppoſes he wrote next after Mar and before 
| Fohn, only becauſe ſome Fathers place his Goſpel in that Or- 
| | der. And as we have no certain Teſtimony, that any one Apo- 
'Y cryphal Goſpel, was extant in the firſt Age, Luke's Goſpel 
1 muſt needs have been compoſed ſome Time in the Second, after 
| the Apoftle's Deceaſe, when 'tis known thoſe Goſpels came 
abroad, vid. Euſeb. E. H. J. 4. c. 22. 

That Luke wrote to refute falſe Goſpels, ſee Euſeb. E. H. J. 
3. c. 24. Aug. de conſens Evang. J. 4. c. 8. Eraſmus & Grot. 
in Luc. i. 1. Sim. Crit. Hift. N. T. part i. c. 3. See allo 
Fones's Method, c. part i. chap. 2. and the many Authort- 


lies there b cited. Fo 


En 
to which he refers, and to refute which, was 
the principal Occaſion of his Writing, as is ma- 
nifeſt from the Proeme of his Goſpel, and the Con- 

ſent of all Antiquity. And then as to Matthew 
and Mark's Goſpel, for they are viſibly (with very 
little Difference) the * ſame. This its Impugners 
generally conceive, to be one of thoſe Greek 
Goſpels too, which aroſe in the ſaid ſecond 
Age; for the Reaſon that it is found to be of 
Greek Original, and conſequently a different ' | 
Goſpel from that, formerly in Poſſeſſion of the 
Fewiſh Chriftians, wrote in Hebrew, and which if 
the Apoſtle wrote at all, muſt be his Goſpel, ei- 
ther , entire or corrupt, So that we ſee ſome 
Men, who have nothing in View, but bare Truth, 
and the fierce Reſentment of thoſe, whoſe Ven-. | 
geauce never ſleeps, are ſo far from agreeing with | 
the Vindicator, that both the Eafern and the | 
Weſtern World, had received Matthew's, or any, 
other Goſpel before the Deſtruction of Feruſalem, 
that they are verily + perſuaded, there is not a 
ſingle Goſpel in our Canon, that appeared till 
was ar. ET ol F 
Nor is it of any Conſequence what the Vindi- 
cator urges further, p. 89. as a ſtrong Proof, 
e that the Greet Copies of Matthew muſt needs 
% have been ſpread, in che extreme Parts of 
the Roman Empire, in the firſt Age 3”? becauſe 
he finds, or thinks he finds, Citations' out of it, 
in the Epiſtles of Barnabas and Clemens Ramanus 
$9974) NOW 


Marcus Matthzum ſubſecutus tanquam pediſequus & brevia- 
tor ejus videtur. Aug. ibid. I. i. p. 3. Eraſm. in Luc. 1. 1. 
Grot. ibid. & in Marc. i. Sixtus Senens, Bibl. Sanct. I. i. p. 
17. Spanheim. Hiſt, Eccl. Secul. i. p. 543. cum multis aliis. 

+ N. B. Itany of the Books of the N. T. had been wrote be- 
fore the Deſtruction of Feru/alem, Barnabas, Hermas and others, 
who are ſuppos'd to have wrote a little after, would in all Proba- 
bility have cited ſome of em, which tis certain they do not. 
Anonym. * 8 | „ 


L 64 J | 
new extant; for as we know nothing certain of 
thoſe Apocryphal, and ſuppoſititious Pieces, in 
what Age, or by whom they were uſhered into 
the World; ſo Dr. Mill and Mr. Dodwell parti- 
cularly obſerve of thoſe Epiſtles, T that they 
„call not Matthew nor any other of the Evan- 
« geliſts by their own Names, and if ſometimes 
„ the Authors cite any Paſſages, like thoſe we 
4% read in our Goſpels, yet {ſays he) you will find 
t them ſo much changed, and for the moſt Part 
« ſo interpolated, that it cannot be known, whe- 
« ther they produced them out of ours, or ſome 
& Apocryphal Goſpels, nay, they ſometimes cite 
«, Paſſages, which it is certain, are not in the 
« preſent: Goſpels.” So that theſe Epiſtles we 
ſee, like all the reſt of our Author's Evidence, 
after a little Examination, comes to nothing. 
Having juſt now had Occaſion, to ſpeak to 
the Times when St. Luke's and St. Jobn's Goſpels 
were probably compoſed, it puts me in mind of 
a Cavil or two of the Vindicator's, in reference 
to both thoſe Goſpels. That to St. Luke's is 
this. . = 0 
The Inquirer had noted in his Margin, p. 22. 
from the- Obſervation of an Anonymous Author, 
« That Luke cannot be underſtood, to have 
* compoſed his Goſpel, from Paul's Preaching, 
„ as the Fathers generally aſſert, ſince Zuke 
« himſelf tells us in his Preface, That he wrote 
«© awhat he receiued from thoſe, who from the Beginning 
„tere Eye-Witneſſes of the Word, which Paul *tis 
& known was not.” To this the Vindicator, p. 19. 
anſwers, ** That Anonymous is certainly miſtaken, 
« for Luke does not ſay, he compiled his Goſpel 


« from the Information of thoſe, ho had been 


« Eye-Witneſſes from the Beginning; it is of 
«© thoſe who had wrote before him that he af- 


“firms 
® Diftertat. i. in Iren. ſ. 38, 39. Prolegom, ſ. 144. 


— 


4 
& firms this,” I confeſs, tho? this Gentleman's 
Conſtruction is very right as to Fact, and that 
Luke wrote too late to receive Inſtructions from 
thoſe, who were immediate Witneſſes of the 
Things he relates, a he -is certainly wrong, 
with reſpect to the Conſtruction Commentators 
put on Luke's Words; who for the moſt part 
approve of that, which Anonymus gives of them. 
They have not dared to underſtand, as our Au- 
thor, that Luke compiled his Goſpel from the In- 
formation of thoſe, who wrote before him, who 
had their Information at ſecond Hand, and whole 
Goſpels, ſay Commentators, he intimates to have 

en imperfect, or elſe there had been no fur- 
ther Occaſion for his Writing, But however 
this be, Luke can never in any Senſe be wreſted 
to mean, he had his Information from Paul, as 
the Fathers have falſely, and moſt impertinently 
reported, 5 

Then as to St. John's Goſpel, his Cavil is this. 
The Inquirer having ſaid, that all know his 
% Goſpel was very near his own Time aſcribed to 
« another Perſon ;*” the Vindicator preſently 
anſwers, p. 16. That indeed we all know the 
« Alogi mentioned by Epiphanius, Her, ;1, were 
* abſurd enough to aſcribe St. 7ohn's Goſpel to 
« Cerintbus, tho' plainly and principally levelled 
„ againſt Cerinthbianiſm: But that theſe Alogi 
„ lived very near St. John's Time, no Man at 
6 2 converſant in Antiquity will pretend to 
mn ay.” | | 2 3 

But as confident as the Vindicator is on theſe 
Heads, I doubt not but to ſatisfy the reaſonable 
World; firſt, that the Alogi were no other, than 
the firſt Gentile Converis; and fecondly, that they 
were not abſurd, in attributing St. John's Goſpel 
to Cerintbus. And, | 

1 Firſt, 


1 

Firſt, that the Aogi were the fir# Gentile Con- 
veris is in a manner prov'd by their Appe lation; 
they were called Alegi, for that they from the Be- 

inning deny'd the Platouic Logos, of which the 
Procete to this Gel ſpeaks ; and believ'd con- 
cerning Jeſus, the very ſame with their Brethren 
the Nazarenes, and as all the firft Chriſtians did; 
they were Diſciples of the Ayoſtles before Juſtin M. 

or any the unhappy Platoniſts (thoſe Corrupters 
of genuine Chriſtianity) came into the Church. 
Epiphanius all along ſpeaks of theſe Alogi, as the 
antient Unitarians of the Geptiles; indeed they 
were not ſo properly a Sect, as the prevailing, or 
orthodox, and only, Party of Gentile Chriſtians of 
the firſt Age, who with the Fewi/h, had no No- 
tion of the Pre-exiſtence of Jeſus, and for this T 
appeal to & Epiphanius, who treats of them, as 

rior in Time to Theodotus, the famous Unitarian, 
who flouriſh'd in the 2d Century, and who Join*d 
himſelf to them, 

Secondly, that St. John's Proeme, was not le- 
velled againſt Cerinthus, nor the Alogi abſurd in 
aſcribing it to him, is moſt evident; for tho? 
Cerinthus was a Nazarene, and believ'd as they did, 
that Jus was a mere Man born of Joſepb and 
A/:r1, yet he taught withal, that their recited on, 
or inhabited in, his Perſon 8 e, from his Bapciſm 
to his Crucifixion) the ZE7foy, or divine Ward; 
which he called the J, by which he plain- 
ly intended, that divine Virtue or Power, by 
which G created the V 


* the ſaid Proeme could not be eld 
W him. 
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And as to reſt of this Geſpel, they that are 
converſang in Polemic Divinity know, that the 
Socinians excerp more Evidence from it, to prove 
Ghrit a mere Man, than from all the other three 
Goſpels, which ſhews farther, that no Part of this 
Goſpel was pointed againft Cerintbus; and therefore 
that all the Vindicator hath ſaid on theſe Heads, 
ſerves only co expoſe his own little Acquaintance 
with this Controverſy, and not any Ablurdity in 
the innocent. Alogi. Tos — 

I may I think fairly conclude here, having 
gone thro* with, and ſufficiently expos'd, the 
Evaſions, the Sophiſtry, the falſe Reaſoning, and 
the ſpurious Evidence, with which the Vindica- 
tor and his Aſſiſtants have purſu'd their Subject, 
and endeavour'd to ſupport the Goſpel in Debate 
againſt Heretics and Unbelievers. We muſt ac- 
knowledge therefore the ſaid Goſpel, either to have 
been very ill vindicated, or elſe to be an Apocry- 
phal Goſpe! , indeed nothing can tend to harden 
Inſidels more in their Disbeli-f of it, than the 
mean Artifices made Uſe of for its Verification. 
As Truth never. will endure to be ſupported 
by Error, ſo tho* it may be oppreſs'd for a while, 
yet it ſeldom'or never happens, but that in Pro- 
ceſs of Time, it rears up its Head again, and tri- 
umphs over its Adverſaries. Whereas this Goſp2l 
(lay its Impugners) hath from the very Begik- 
ning ſtood condemned, and never could get over 
_ thoſe Teſtimonies, which have been brought a- 
gainſt it. It hath been condemned ſay they by 
thoſe very Chriſtians, whom we allow to have been 
the Dypoſitaries of its Original, and conſequently 
to be the beſt, if not the only Judges, of what- 
ever ſhould claim to deſcend from it. To which 
Judgment of theirs, alas! what have we to op- 
pole, who have neither written, nor oral Tradi- 
tion, of the Manner of our coming by it, or 
| that - 


T6] 


that it was ever compat'd with the Original. 
And conſidering what exceeding great Lyars the 
Jews were, their Averſion to the Gentiles, and 
their grudging tenacious Temper with reſpect to 
their Scriptures, many conceive it next to impoſ- 
ſible, we ſhould ever have procur'd the pure Text 
of Matthew from them. | WE 
However this is a Difficulty, worthy our Dio- 
ceſan's Learning and indefatigable Induſtry t 
help us over, and we hope he will think it his 
incumbent Duty ſo to do, eſpecially in a Matter of 
ſo great Importance; for tho' Difficulties, it muſt 
be confeſs'd, cannot alter the Nature of Things, as 
our wiſe Author, from a wiſer Doctor obſerves, 
p. 3. yet in our Apprehenſions they may, which is 
much the ſame; and : tis to ſuch like Difficulties, his 
Lordſhip may know, that all the Scepticiſm and 
Deiſm, which even at this Time make intolerable 
Ravage in his Dioceſe, are entirely owing. 


Conſidering therefore th& great Pains his Lord- 
ſhip hath taken, to ſhew us in his ſecond paſto- 
ral Letter, * the Inſufficiency of Reaſon in this 
corrupt State, to be our Guide in Matters of 
“ Religion, it may well be expected, (his 
Lorſhip is pleas'd to ſay) ©* that he ſhould ſhew 
„% 11s what is a ſufficient Guide, and where the 
„Directions are to be found, which will ac- 
| + quaint us with the Way of Salvation, and up- 
on which we may ſurely depend: And this (his 
. * Lordſhip is pleas'd to allow) can no otherwiſe 
& be ciieftually done, than by making good his 
% own following Politions ;*” to which Heretics 
and Infidels alſo willingly ſubſcribe, viz. _ 

« Firſt, that the four Goſpels contain a faith- 
« ful and true Account of the Birth, Life, 
„% Death, Reſurrection and Aſcenſion of Feſtus. ” 


155 And, 
bett p. 8. 


[69] 
| And; ec 2dly, that they have been faithfully tran 
b mitted down to us.“ 

Before I put an end to this Diſcourſe, 1 would 
ſay a Word or two to the Author of à Letter to 
a yi" on the foregoing Subject. He pretends 
to have wrote his long Scroll (as he calls it) by 
the Command, and under the Direction of an 
old Lady, perhaps his good old Mother the 
Church; for he writes all along in due filial Obes 
dience to her, and with her termagant Spirit; he 
tells her ſhe need not be in Paig,: for her Grand- 
ſon underſtands the Languages d the antient Au- 
thors he cites. - 

This mercenary Scribler — great Pains to 
merit Preferment at his Mother's Hands, for 
railing heartily at the Inquirer (whom he moſt un- 
charitably conſiders as an irreclaimable Heretic) 
and for beſtowing high Commendations on the 
third Paſtoral Leiter. He calls it a compleac 
Performance, wherein the Evidence, that the 

« four Goſpels contain a faithful and true Account 
ah „ (of Jeſus) is ſet in a clear and beautitul Light, 

p. 16. tho? (he thinks nevertheleſs) not in a full 
« diſtinct and clear View, which he pretends the 
«* Paſtoral Author never ſaid he would do,” p. 5. 
He ſpends at leaſt three Parts of his Scribble, in 
Language the moſt vile and abuſive, 'that impo- 
tent ſacerdotal Malice could invent, or elſe in lit- 
tle Cavils and Criticiſms, 'beneath aMan of Senſe, 
and which ariſe (many of them) from his own Ig- 
norance and Miſtakes. For inſtance, p. 10. where 
he accuſes the Inquirer ignorantly, for miſrepre- 
ſenting St. Paul in 2 Cor. xi. 6. tho? he comments 
in | he very Words of the ableſt * Critic and Di- 


vine 


» St. Paul (ſays M. T. Clerc F though bom in 'a Town 
that ſpoke nothing but Greek, had ſo corrupted” his TR 


* 
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vine of the preſent Age, and in the Seyſe of the 
greateſt Doctors the Church ever had, who have 
acknowledged Paul's Unskilfulneſs in the Greek, 
P. 13. he has the Face to deny, the Fathers were 
the Modellers of the Chriſtian Religion; and p. 17. 
he appears ſo little read in Church Hiſtory, as not 
to know, that St. John wrote his Gofpel to ſupply 
the Defects in the other three, and more particular- 
iy with reſpect to thoſe molt neceſſary and eſſential 
Articles of Fe/u5's Divinity and Incarnation, which 
they had omitted. Again, p. 24. he draws a Pa- 
/allel which immediately infers our Saviour to 
have been a very Rebel, as having ſet himſelt up 
for King of Fullza, and conſequently to have been 
juſtly condemn'd on that Account. He inſinu- 
ates, p. 35. that Celſus, Porphyry, and the Empe- 
ror Julian knew the Goſpels were compil'd by thoſe 
whoſe Names they bare; tho* Chriſtians could 
not agree in this Matter among themſelves, and 
tho? the Philoſopher Cel ſus (who tis ſuppos'd flou- 


Tiſh'd about Tyajan's Time) & accuſes Chriſtians 


Jo early with altering their Goſpels every Turn, and 
conſequently framing new ones, as they ſaw occa- 
ſion. This Letter-Writer has the Aſſurance, p. 28, 
29. to deny Chriſtians ever deſtroy'd the Heathen, 
or ſuppreſs'd or alter'd one another's Writings,” 
as having never heard of Imperial Edits, or De- 
trees of Councils for that Purpoſe, or that Prieſts 
themſelves have confeſs'd the Fact, and accus'd 
one another for the ſame Crime. He is willin 

to perſwade, p. 40. that the Evangeliſtis were 
not mean and 1lliterate, contrary to all Church 


Teſti- 


by long dwelling in Fudæa, that he confeſſes he twas ignorant 
in the Language, 2 Cor. xi. 6. as ſufficiently appears by all 
his Epiſtles, and therefore the Greet Fathers have complain'd 
of the Obſcurity of his Stile, and barbarous Phraſes therein, 
c. 2d Lett. Inſp. | 


Origin. contr. Celſum, I. ii. 


. | + 7 | 

5 
Teſtimony x, or that our Dioceſan ever intended 
to caſt ſuch an injurious Reflection on them. 
But I have neither Time, nor Space here, to re- 
mark farther. If this Gentleman hath any Ar- 


gument, he will find it not neglected, in one or 
other Part of this Treatiſe. But why do I name 


Argument, when ſuch as are of his Spirit have ſo 


little to do with it? Their Buſineſs (now Fire 


and Faggot are no more in their Power) is to 


diſcourage all Examination into Religion, by 
miſrepreſenting the State of the Queſtion, — puz- 
zling the Cauſe, — belying Heathens and Here- 
tics, — perverting the Fathers and Scripture when 
againſt them, and — diſerediting all they can the 
Perſons of their Adverſaries; in this, and con- 


cealing the moſt weighty Objections of thoſe who. 


differ from them, lyes the whole Merit general. 
ly, of their controverſial Performances. But as 
Learning increaſes, theſe Artifices will ſtand no 
longer in ſtead ; and the Time J hope, is very 


near approaching, in this happy Kingdom of Li- 


berty, when Truth ſhall triumph over Authority, 


and Reaſon ſhall be no more decry'd, and God 
Blaſpbem'd. ; 


* This the Mahometans admire of their Prophet, viz. that 
tho' rude and illiterate, he was nevertheleſs capable of compo- 
ſing ſo elegant a Work, as that of the Alcoran is can 
be; at the ſame Time that Chriſtians have conſtantly flung in 
their Teeth Mahomet's Ignorance, as might be prov'd in # 
thouſand Inſtances: I will only mention D-an Prideaux, who 
calls him an i/literate Barbarian, that could neither write nor 
read; a rude and illiteratèe Barbarian, who could not {compile his 
Book without Aſſiſtance ; even as we are taught to conceive of 
our Evangeliſts, that they could not relate, even the Facts 


my had been privy to, without divine Aſſiſtance. Prid. 
le 1 


of Mabomet, p. 32, 34. Edit. 6. 
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